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TH E nd part of the follow- 
"ing Sheets being printed off; before 
D. WarzurToN was honored with 
a MITRE, he is ſpoken of throughout 
in the Title-page) as DEAN 
of Briſtol. This, the Author hopes, 
will be deemed a ſufficient apology for 
any expreſſions} which may be thought 
—— to the Eyis cor AL dignity, 
— as the moſt exceptionable are 
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The Biſkiop of Comedy 


INTERPRETATION of the famous T E xT 
in the Book of J O B,. 


F know that my Redeemer liveth, bes 


— 


— a. ASS 4 © £24.44 L244 r 


HE Dean of Briftol, and his obſe- 
quious admirer, the Free Examiner 
of the principles advanced in the 

Biſhop of London's diſcourſes, having treated- 
his lordſhip with much rudeneſs, it was ex- 
pected, that affection or intereſt would have 
prompted ſome of his friends or 
to a in his vindication; This, I think, 
has not been done; I, who have no perſonal 
connection with the Biſhop, nor prejudice 
againſt the Dean, have therefore undertaken. 
a defenſe of the old interpretation 


attempt, at leaſt, 19 do juſtice to Ks big 
and to his ſubject, 


A 3 The 


— 
—— —— — 


6 


The apparent deſign of the book of Jos 
is to account for and explain that great 
myſtery of providence----the inequality of 
God's dealings with the children of men. 
This is a difficulty, that has much emba- 
raſſed ſpeculative men in all ages of the 
world. And nothing but a future day of 


recompenſe can afford a rational and well- 


grounded ſolution of it. To make way for 
this inquiry, we are told in the prologue, 
(for the work is evidently of the dramatic 
kind) that Satan, an adverſary. of God and 
goodneſs, is permitted, by the ſovereign diſ- 
poſer of all events, to exerciſe one of the beſt 
of men, for's erial of his integrity, with a 
various train of afflictions. Some old friends, 
hear ing of his ſufferings, make an appoint- 


ment to go to mourn with, and to comfort 
him; But, miſerable comforters as they 


were l inſtead of pouring oil into the, wounds 


af one who was ready to periſh, they even 
Inflame 8 by the ſharpneſs of their 


They müll notwithſtanding the repeated 
remonſtrances of the ſufferer, that he muſt 


needs be as wicked as he was miſerable. I. 


not this thy fear, ſays one of them, with an 
inſolent taunt, thy confidence, thy — and 
ray 


2 wy of 15 ways ? Reme 


ever periſhed, being innocent ? or 
=- were the rig, 3090 cut off ? Even, 461 


| bave ſeen, they that plow iniquity, and 2 
ic leancſi, reap the ſame. 2 the blaſt of 


God 


— 


7 
God t N the breath of bis 
Gol ho peri EE iv. 6— e An 


the others addoek him in the ſame 

Jos inſiſts, on the contrary, that ſufferings 
are no ſure indications of guilt ; that good 
and evil are dealed out N and 
that the righteous are, at leaſt, as liable to 
misfortunes —. OY — ighteous. This ig tbe 
one thing, t » controverſy) 
therefore 7 8 it; 5 royeth the per felt = 
the wicked, 1x. 22. 

The debate being carried on to a confi» 
derable length, and both parties; as uſual, 
ſticking to their firſt ſentiments, Jos, quite 
wearied with his own ſufferings, and the 

reproaches of his friends, breaketh out 

Ob that my words were now written! Ob 
that they were printed in a book ! that 
were graven with an iron pen and lead in t 

rock for ever Namely--= 

I know that my Redeemer is the life, 
that he will raiſe up the duſt at the . 
and though together with my ſkin (worms) 
deſtroy this (body) yet after my fleſh I. ſhall ſee 
God; whom I ſhall ſee for me; even ſo mine 

eyes ſhall behold (him) and not an adverſary, 
(for) my reins are conſumed within me, xix, 
22— 

1 £ apparent, ſays the Biſhop, that Jon 
founds his hopes, whatever they were, on 
the power of his Redeemer; and therefore 
we may expect to find in what is faid of him 
282 marks of Pw. TI know that my 
5  Regeemer 


Royer Aveab. ne is tbe liſe; which 


Reba not only that he lives, but alſo that 
he 


18 1 author and fountain of life to others. 
reſurrection and the life, Jab xi. 
is 1 is a juſt reflection, and proper to 
che A And it yon conſider theſe words 
as ſpoken by . in his own opinion, ready 
N Ahe under Kg Aer ay of 
Ya the Neger imph 2 Tenne 
elf beyond the grave. His thought is this; 
: am dying, but I know my Redeemer is the 
and therefore I wig truſt in him for 
xi: Nah But where i 3 the 1 — 3 — 
n upon ſuppoſition that 
can be done to. help us after death? UJe and 
intent of er 232. 
Aud that i up. the duſt at the loſt 
day. Our public tranſlation fays, be ſhall 


ſtand. at the latter gay upon. the ou The 


Biſhop juſtly finding fault with this. verſion, 
as, attributing to the Redeemer no mar ks of 
power, renders. the paſſage thus; be. ſhall at 

tbe latter day. ariſe with ge over the duſt, 
I have, taken the liberty of ga new 
ranſ}ation, which is more direct and literal. 
The original word HAPHAR is frequently 
uſed to * that d, out of which the 
firſt man was made, and to which all men 
muſt return. Elibu uſes the word in this 
ſenſe; A fp ſhall periſh together, and man 


turn again unto duſt. Xxxiv. 15, And, 
the verb KUM often fignifies to raiſe. Thus 


Hof. vi, 2. in the third ay be will raiſe us 
| up. 


9 
And the particle HAL, as may be ſeen 
i Noldius, is — * redundant, though 
there is no neceſſity for ſuppoſing it to be fa 
in the place before us. The paſſage then may 
be tranſlated literally in the following * 
ner : 1 know that my Redeemer is the life, aud 
that at the laſt day he will raiſe up the duft.. _ 

Bat take his lordſhip's tranſlation, or mine, 
the ſenſe is the ſame. IS puts. the caſe of 
his being utterly deſtroyed, and his body 
reduced to duſt and aſhes and yet his ent 
dence is, that after he had — his fleſh he 
ſhould ſee God. And if you take the reaſon, 
he gives for his hope, asit will come out upon. 
this ſenſe of the expreſſion, you will fee a 
propriety and juſtne(s in the whole 
*« As for mel, ſays he, I am waſting away, 
and this body hall ſoon return fo duft again; | 
but m „ Redeemer is the tif and 1 know that 
he will raiſe up the duft at the laſt day, and. 
after my fleſh I ſhall ſee God my judge, not 
(as he now ſeems to be) againſt me, but for 
me.“ You; fee how the parts agree. Jos, 
though ſenſible that he ſhould ſoon return to 
duſt, yet truſted in God, knowing that he 
could as ſoon reſtore him from duſt, as he at 
firſt made him and all men out of the duſt of. 
the ground. 

In ſhort, ſuppoſe Jos to expect a future 
time. of judgment, the whole paſlage is 
exceeding beautiful and proper. I find, 
ſays he, that my complaint is diſregarded here; 
that man has no compaſſion for me, and 655 
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Ged ſuffers the innocent, as well as the guilty, 
to be unfortunate in this life. But the time 
will come when my plea ſhall be heared; 
and fo ſatisfied am I in the righteouſneſs of 
it, that I would have it remain as my monu- 
ment for ever, graven in the rock; for 


though I myſelf ſhall ſoon be gone, yet my 


Redeemer is the life, and will at the laſt day 
call me from the grave, and I ſhall fee God 
my faviour,” But if you ſuppoſe Jos to 
expect only a temporal reſtitution, within the 
compaſs of his own life, to what end or 
parpoſe does he fo paſſionately wiſh to have 
His confidence rendered immortal? What 
ſenſe is there in ſaying, « Ob that my confi- 
dence which you now deſpiſe may never be 
orgotten for I know that within a little 
while I ſhall be reſtored to all my glory and 
former felicity, and ſhall bave no cauſe to 
complain any more. In one view, the 
images are lively and paſſionate, the ſenti- 
ments juſt and proper; in the other, there is 
neither force, nor vigor, nor iety, nor 
indeed, hardly, any ſenſe. 5 


Thus far, with ſome little alteration, in 


the words of the illuſtrious author of the uſe 
and intent of prophecy. + 2 


And though together with * my ſein worms 
deftroy this body, yet after . my fleſh I ſhall ſee 
God, Whatever JoB's hopes and expectations 

| were, 


+ 4%. 3.40 


— 


* See Noldins, 


IT 
were, he plainly puts his caſe at the very 
worſt. His ſein was at this time totally 
corrupted ; and the whole maſs of his ma- 
terials was ſo ſtrangely altered, that he could 
not find a name to- expreſs it by. Though 
togetber with my ſein worms deſtroy ibis he 
knew not what to call it. This, added to 
the accounts he gives of himſelf elſewhere, 
looks as if he thought himſelf too far gone to 
expect a change far the better in this life, If 
foch indeed were his expectations, for which 
he could not poſſibly have any rational 
grounds, the violence of the diſtemper ſeems 
to have ſeized his brain. But, allowing him 
to ſpeak here of a temporal reſtoration, the 
text ſo interpreted can be of no uſe to the 
author of the Divine Legation. Even then, 
the words are ſo far from excluding a future 
ſtate, that they neceſſarily ſuppoſe it. I 
know, ſays he, that in my fleſh I ſball ſee God. 
Why does he fay, in bis fleſþ? If there is 
no future ſtate, ' or if he knew nothing of 
any, he could not but ſee God in his fleſh, 
that is, before he died, if he ſaw him at all. 
When therefore this good man faid, in my 
feſb J ſhall fee God, (and ſurely he did not 
ſay ſo for nothing) he doubtleſs intended to 
expreſs an aſſurance of ſeeing him here, as 
2oell as hereafter. But as this ſenſe. of the 
words is inconfiſtent with the hypotheſis of 
the D. L. I may diſmiſs it, and offer another 
tranſlation, which is more conſiſtent with the 
deſign of the paſſage, if it relates to Jon's 

hopes 


12 


of a reſurrection. We may therefore 
render the words thus; after my fleſb, that is, 
after I have put off my fleſh, I ſhall ſee God. 
And thus they muſt be rendered, if Jos is 
indeed ſpeaking of another life ; for fe/b and 
blood, as St. Paul obſerves, ſhall not inherit 


the om of God. 
Jo this may be added, that if Jos ſpeaks 
here of a temporal deliverance, he contra- 


dicts the whole tenor of his argument and of 
his hopes. O remember that my life is wind ; 
mine eye ſhall no more ſee i 
If the words are to be underſtood of a 
— — they are nothing to the 
purpoſe. The queſtion debated is, ¶ bet her 
God adminiſters bis g over men here 
with an equal providence, ſo as that the good 
are always proſperous, and the bad unhappy ; 
ar whether, on the contrary, there be not ſuch 
rent inequalities, as that proſperity and 
adverſity often. happen indifferently to good and 
bad, Jon maintains the latter part, and his 
three friends the former, D. L. V. 2. P. 2. 
23340. 3d Ed. Jos therefore, if he in- 
tended to ſpeak to the purpoſe, could not 
ſpeak of a temporal deliverance. The thing 
to be accounted for is his preſent diſtreſs. But 
what has his future proſperity todo with that? 
It might be ſome alleviation of his trouble, but 
it could not poſſibly be any proof of his inno- 
cence. His future proſperity would no more 
ry that 82 lite was innocent, than his 


preſent 


13 
prove, that his paſt 


ſent ſufferings would 
ite was guilty. 

But the words, immediately following the 
paſſage. in ion, are of themſelves ſuffi- 
cient to ſettle the true and genuine ſenſe of it. 
Jos had appealed to a future judgment, in 
the laſt day, when God would appear in his 
defenſe. . This, ſays he, is my hope, and my 
confidence. But ye ſhall ſay, Why have we per- 
ſecuted him? ſeeing the root of the matter ſhall 
be found in me, Be ye afraid of the ſivord, 
for wrath, that is, by an eaſy figure, he that 
executeth wrath (will bring) the puni/hments 
of the fuword, fo that ye ſhall know there is 4 
judgment. So that ye ſhall know, or achnow- 
ledge, there is @ judgment, Where? not in 
this world, for Jos all along 8 ſtre- 
nuouſl ing againſt it from the inequali- 
ties of — and the three Friends all 
along contend for it, maintaining, as ſtrenu- 
ouſly, the equality of its difpenſations,, Jos 
muſt therefore mean a judgment hereafter, 
which he believed and hoped for ; and which 
they themſelves ſhould one day both acknow- 
I ſhall only obſerve farther, that the Greek 
tranſlators, the heads and doctors of the 
Jewiſh law, as the Dean of Bri/fol calls them, 
who muſt needs know what was the current 
interpretation of this paſſage, confirm our 
account of it. The book ia the originat 
ends thus. So Fob died, being ald and full er 
days, To which they have added, Bar 
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is written, that be ſhall riſe again, #aaw 
ara gngte a, = with thoſe whom the Lord ſhall 
raiſe, It is written, is a Jewiſh phraſe, and 
is always uſed in oppoſition to their unwritten 
traditions. So we find it uſed by the writers 
of the New Teſtament; and there is no 
reaſon to imagine, that they departed from 
the language of their countrymen. Now 
where is it written, that Jos ſhall riſe again, 


but in the paſſage before us? There indeed 


it is written, according to his own 

wiſh, in the moſt legible characters. And 
there, we truſt, it will remain, ſacred and 
inviolable, as if it had been graven with an 
iron pen and lead in the rock, for ever. 
Enough, I preſume, has been faid in de- 
fenſe of what is called, with a contemptuous 
ſneer, the orthodox interpretation of this cele- 
brated text. It is now time to ſee what has 
been urged againſt it, SOL 
The Dean of Briſtol complains heavily 
thoſe boſtile critics, who have dared to attack 
pour Jo Band him: He is far from think- 
ing himſelf unconcerned in this miſchief.” 
However, though he 75s indeed to be reckoned. 
amongſt foe ferfenters yet he has this to 
fay for himſelf, that the vexation he gave him 
was ſoon over.” But how favorably ſoever 
the Dean may think of himſelf, and of his 


——— — . 


——— 


© Does nos this ellude to their own tranſlation of the paſſage ? 
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behaviour towards Jos, he is certainly the 
very worſt adverſary he had, The Devil 
brought him down from the palace to the 
dunghill, His friends inſult him there. The 
Dean indeed, under a ſhew of friendſhip, 
reſtores him to, his palace; but then, he 
cruelly perſueth him beyond the grave, and 
robs him of his better hope of immortality. 

At firſt ſetting out, he ſeemed well enough 
diſpoſed to indulge the patriarch in his hopes, 
of a reſurrection. For, having brought down 
the date of the book ſo low (as the return. 
from the captivity) he ſays, it is of little im- 
portance to his ſubject, whether this famous 
paſſage be underſtood of a reſurrection from 
the dead, or only of temporal deliverance from 
affiftions. 295, Now, for all theſe big 
words, the ſucceſs of his h ſis depends, 
in a great meaſure, on the fate of this text. 
If it reſpects a future ſtate, the fine-ſpun 
ſcheme of the D. L. is effectually ruined. 
For it is the great buſineſs of the work to 
5100 that, excepting ſome few favorites of 

eaven, who had the diſtinguiſhed happineſs 
of being initiated into the myſteries of the 
goſpel, the future ſtate was kept as an impene- 
trable ſecret from the reſt of mankind. And 
this was in order to ſhew, that the antient 
Jews, in the time of Moſes, knew nothing of 
it. But if it ſhall appear that Jos, an Ara- 
bian, and not of the choſen ſeed, was ac- 
quainted with the revealed doctrine of life 
and immortality, what ſhould have hindered 
* | the 
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Fxxſt, The diſputants are all equally emba- 
raſſed in adjuſting the ways of _ providence, — 


the Jſraelites from bein acquainted with it 
too? Now in proof of Jos's e of 
a reſurrection, we produce his own decla- 
ration in_the paſſage before us, whether the 


Moſes, or even by Ezra. And if the Gentle- 
man will lay his hand upon his head, he may 
chance to recolle& this rule of good writing : 
Nibil enim ex perſona poetæ, ſed omnia ſub 
eorum qui illo tempore vi xerunt, dixerunt, _ 


* 


He ſeems to have been aware of this; for, 


upon ſecond thoughts, he changes his mind, 
and, as bis interpretation of the book * af- 
fords new aſſiſtance for determining the long 
debated queſtion, it will not be improper, he 
fays, to ſound it to the bottom. 296. 


He fets out thus. I. The underſtanding 


the words of a reſurrection is repugnant to 


the whole tenor of the argument, 7 4 This > 


& at firſt ſight ſurprizing, becauſe Jos main= 
tains the inequalities of _ providence; and 


book was written by the patriarch himſelf, by 


ſurely nothing can be better calculated to 


account for thoſe inequalities, thin, the prin- 


ciple of a teſurrection. But the Dean 54, 
on 


againſt this ſenſe from the followwg co 


- 


Jos affirms that the good man is ſometimes 


_ unhappy. © The three friends contend that the 


becauſe 


good man can never be unhappy, 


% » 


| — —— — 
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See page 23. 
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ſuch a ſituation would reflect diſhonor on 
God's attributes. 297. All this embaraſs is 
of the Dean's own ing, The ſeveral 
diſputants deliver their opinions with the 
greateſt confidence, and with a clearneſs not 
to be met with in modern controverſies, 
One party maintains, that God's ways are 

ual; the other, that they are unequal, 
Wikio now bs W but in our 
critic, who will make what he cannot find. 
But the doctrine of a reſurrection, fu | 
to be here urged by Jos, cleared up all this 
embaras. If therefore his friends thought it 
true, it ended the diſpute; if falſe, it lay 
upon them to confute it. Yet they do nei- 
ther, But without the leaſt notice that any 
ſuch thing had been urged, they go on, as 
ie 
and to confute that which, they ſeem to un- 
derſtand, was the only one Jos had urged 
againſt them, viz. The conſciouſneſs of his 
own innocence. ibid. This diſpute was not 
to be ended by the diſputants ; the deciſion 
was not to be made but by God himſelf, the 
great determiner of the controverſy, This, 
as my author ſomewhere ſpeaks, the IL 

F 


. ——— 
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_— 
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Dr. Grey has fallen into a ſtrange paralogiſm: Jam were 
ft cardb controverfie fuiſſer, utrum, 2 Dei juſtitia, ſancti in 
bac vita adfligi poſſent, hec ipſa declaratio litem finire deburrar. 
Preface ts the book of Jos. xv. Jon's declaration ought m have 
Fiſhed the diſpute. As if all diſputes were ended when they 
ought to be! And as if this controverſy ought to have been 

rd by the diſputants, in ſpite of the poet's intentions, 
which were to introduce toy 470 puny avs, God himſelf to 
determine it! 
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{cpm * though the Dean 


effectually demoliſhed , Jon s phantom 
reſurrection, which he attempted Rog 


5 1 r raiſed FO it, muſt, fall 


confidently and peremptorily aſſerted, that 


the friends 1 not the leaſt notice of a refur- 
_ reQtion, ſuppoſed. to be urged by Jos, yet it 


that, 1 in their way, they endea- 


will appear 


.. your to confute it. The principle they pro- 
ceed upon is this,---All things are regulated 
Vith the ſtricteſt juſtice here. Virtue always 
meets with her own reward, and vice with 


its proper puniſhment ---If "this was » 


from fore fu ſuppoled inequalities of provi- 
dence. ingly Zopbar preſſes this ar- 
gument, Wy deſcribes the puniſhment of the 
wicked to be juſt ſuch a ſtate. as Jos then 
labored under. But ſuppoſe Jon ipoke, of 
à reſurrection, 1 ophar's, anſwer is wide of 
the purpoſe, 2 I o? Can the ways 

providence "4 at once, in the fame. in- 
1 and at the lame time, both equal and 
unequal? If not- and if A Ne Tg Zo- 
pbar proceeded on was. right, be That } Jos, ac- 
cording to the cſtabliſhed laws of providence, 
ſuffered the juſt puniſhment of his fins, then 
his anſwer ,was extremely pertinent. and co- 
gent. For remove the foundation, the ine 
ties of providence, and the reſurrection, 


| "Ml But What is ſlill more dune bie, 
Jos, when he reſumes the diſpute, ſticks to 
the argument he firſt Ft out with ; z and, ME 


rt | R | 19 
he found it gave his friends little ſatisfaction, 
he repeats it again and again. But this other 
argument of a reſurretHon, ſo full of piety 
and conviction, which they had never ventured 
to reply to, he never once reſumes. 298. 

The Dean is one of thoſe obliging writers, 
who furniſh: anſwers to their own objections. 
He wonders that Jos, when he reſumed the 
- diſpute, did not at the ſame time reſume his 

former 1 of a future ſtate; and yet 
he es in the ſame breath, that the 
friends 0 not 522 65 to it, * always 
ſpeaks to ſe, directing his arguments 
to what is ſaid, not to what 1 not fall But 
he neither zpbraids his adverſaries. for their 
filence ; nor triumphs, as he well might, in 
their inability to anſwer it. ibid. This is Dr. 

Warburton to the life, It he had had the 
management of Jon, he would have taught 
him to upbraid his adverſaries without mercy, 
and to triumph over them without victory. 
But in the preſent caſe, there ſeems ta have 
been no room for either. They deny the 
neceſſity of a future ſtate, (and has not the 
Dean himſelf done the fame?) becauſe good 
and evil are ſo equally diſpenſed, that no obſer- 
ver of the law of God miſſes his reward, nor 
any tranſgreſſor puniſhment, Hence 
they conclude Jos to be a ſinner from his 
ſufferings. Now what conviction could the 

ment of a reſurrection work in ſuch rea- 
ſoners as theſe? They want it not; they have 

a convincing principle of their own,” with 
B 2 which 


arguing from a future ſtate, unleſs he 
convinced them of the want of it. 
Jos addreſſes himſelf to ſecure 


in a moment going down to the grave, 
concludes with this ſpirĩted ſarcaſm. How ther 
comfort ye me in vain," ſeeing in your anſwers 
there remaineth falſboed. xi. Their anſwers 
were indeed but chicane and prevarica- 
tion. For allowing that, in general, the diſpens- 
ations of providence were equal, might not che 
caſe of Jos vs. Might there not 
— — produced by Jon, of 

— 5 4 and of diſtreſſed virtue? 
12 — Inſtances, then the argu- 
ment of a teſurrection would come in ſeaſona- 
bly. And we may obſerve, that Jo's rea- 
ſoning, throughout che whole diſpute, is of a 
piece ; the ſeveral parts are cloſely connected 
with each other, and tend to one point. 
Sometiaxes be prefes his adverſaries with one 


part 


E. 


he urged the | 

ptoof of a 1 

account for the inequalities of providence ? 
Jo this let me add, 


— 
© 
WH 
77s 
8, 


'S 
t 


its truth. Wbat reaſon then can they | 
why neither the moderator nor decider 
it to clear op difficulties, when 


2 himſelf had touched upon it before? 
Elibu juſtiſies God's conduct; God bears 
96 , B 3 5 witneſs 
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witneſs to JoB's innocence; yet both concur 
in reſolving all into power ornnĩpotent. This 
tends more to cloud than to clear up the ob- 
ſcurities of the debate. In a word, no ſolu- 
tion is given, though a deciſion be made. All 
this, on the common ſyſtem, is quite unac- 
countable to our faculties of underſtanding. 
oo. 

: "What reaſon can be given, why the decider 
of the cuntroverſy ſhould not employ the 
of a reſurrection, when Jog had 
it before? In what a gentle man- 
ner Jo had touched upon this principle, we 
have ſeen already. — kale, 
he hath employed it. For God, ſays the Dean, 
bears witnels to JoB's innocence. What inno- 
cence? Not the innocent part of his life before 
he ſuffered, (for there is not a ſingle word faid 
of that) but the innocent the noble part 
he ſuſtained in the debate concerning the ways 
of providence. Ve have nat ſpoben , R, lays 
God, the thing that is right, as n ſer uant Jos 
hath. xlii. 7. And this eaſily accounts for that 
ſevere ſentence paſſed upon the three friends 
1 — 1 be a 
greater in impiety, a 
future ſtate ?] 9 
to obſerve, utterly mexplicable on the — — 

interpretation. For let them be as gu 

you pleaſe to Jos; they are all — 
cates for God; and bold nothing concerning bis 
that did not become bis nature and 
W 291. * have ſeen what Jos 


held, 


23 
held, l God's. 
government. We have 2 
the great determiner of the controverſy, bas 
decided in favor of Jog. LE have not ſpoken, 
of me the thing that is right like n ſervant 

ok. And whom are we to believe? God - 
or the preſumptuous author of the 


D. L. 
But he — ns, why the three 
friends are condemned by — ma | 


uſing the argument o un eu provide e 
only to condemn JoB with heart of an 
enemy, — — — 
* gnant purpoſes. 275. A mere 
fineſſe l to ſay no worſe of it. 5 it 
is plain, does not cenſure their thoughts, but 
their wordt. Ye have not srok EN of me the 
thing that is rigbr. 2. The ſecond reaſon of 
the condemnation of theſe was, be 
cauſe they had ſi r condemnation 


were equally involved in che . 
o ſuch vretched ſfuſts muſt the beſt 
writers be reduced, when they are once poi 


ſeſſed, is the Dean happy eee i, by th 
unclean ſpi 

But \ mndjp @boraſked; Nee of 
God ſo much inſiſted on both by Elihu and by 
God himtelf? For the ſame reaſon that it is 


ſo much inſiſted on by Jos in other parts 
0 B 4 of 


1 ** bat 
of the author, ſays the Biſhop, to maintain 
the ſupremacy of God, and to guard it againſt 
every falſe notion. In oppoſition to the ido- 
latrous practice of worſhipping the ſun, moon, 
and ſtars, he aſſerts God to be the maker of 
all the hoſt of heaven, By bis ſpirit bath be 
arniſhed the heavens, In oppoſition to the 
falſe notion of two independe mne he he 
jr mary Pa po. * 
the author of evil. His band bath _ 


the crooked ſerpent, 215, 6. To which let 


me add a third reaſon, In oppoſition to the 
impious opinion of the impoiſibility of a re- 
ſurrection, the conſtant topic of unbelievers 
in every age, it is aſſerted, that with God all 
things are poſſible. 

The Dean proceeds to conſider next, whe. 
ther bis ſenſe of the words agrees better with 
the tenor of the diſpute, . l meaning is, 


that God will at length the good man 
out of trouble. 301. Wap of Jos is that 


of afflicted virtue. The words m therefore. 
be ſo interpreted as to ſuit, the of good 
men in r e (T mean en e by by 
0B, under A 
— this Ne WIN to prove that, in copy 
this book was written, God * | 
_ that is, every good Jew, out of ba | 
A hopeful undertaking troly! And yet, if 
it he was able to prove it, he would {till have 
the mortification to find, that his pains and 
labor have been employed to no purpaſe. — A 


mod 


25 
after all, the point in controverſy between Jon 
and his friends is not, Whether God will bring 


the 2 man our of trouble, Fe en, 


of trouble, rnd puniſh the wiel. 303. a 

Then Jos knew nothing of his own theſis. 
With regard to the wicked, he fays in his 
very next ſpeech, Wherefore do the wicked 
live ? '&c. They dend their days in wealth, 
and in à moment go down to the grave; chat is, 


as the Dean rightly „ without ſick- 


neſs, or the terrors 1 
death ; the lot which proſperous libertines of 
all times, who believe no future reckoning, 


moſt ardently wiſh for 217, And is not this 
agreeable with JoB's theſis ? 
that God pumſh the wicked in ibis liſe. 

And as to God's bringing the good man out 
of trouble, Jos ſeems to have had ſo little 
notion of it, that he thinks of nothing, and 
withes for nothing, ſo much as death. I 4zow, 
lays he, that thou wilt bring me to death, and 
to the' bouſe appointed for all living. xxx. 23. 

Here is Mat reader will do to rerolleck 
the peculiar circumſtances of this diſtreſſed 
h. For when the author of the D. L. 


makes him to hold, that God will at engt 
bring the good man out of trauble, the 
meaning is, that be Himel, ſhall be. reſtored to 
bus A. a Felicity. 302, n. His former 


happineſs 
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happineſs conſiſted in ample revenues, friends, 
reſbect, > extenſrue 1 e, 4 fforiſbing fa- 
mi, and, one of heaven's beſt gifts to man, 
bealiß to all thoſe bleflings. In his 
preſent ſituation, he was, in all reſpe&s, the 
reverſe of this; without eſtate, without friends, 
eortbout reſpect, without influence, bis children 
dend, and be 1 daily. This is 
the man! who ion to his 
farmer felicity: 1 
any Bedlam provided for his reception. May 
we not, however, leave to aſk, What 
were this good man's tions, When he 
declared, upon the loſs of his fortunes, and of 
his children, — 4 out of my mother's 
womb, and "NAKED SHALL I RETURN 
TwiTHeR? But 1 hope, we ſhall not be 
told, that this too from the diſtem- 


perature of "paſſion, and eroſion: rw of 


EXPTe, 
II. his the ſecond: — — 


right interpretation of the book, a — 
delzverance, and not the reſurrection of the 
body, muſt needs be meant. 309%. And elſe- 
b rms deſign of the compoſition, 
above, abſolutely diſclaims this 

— ſenſe, and requires the former. 2 
The Dean's 9 bis inter- 
pretation is worth tranſcribing. ---It may not 
be 1mproper to remind: the anſwerers of this 
diſſertation, the miſcellaneous 4w#iters on the 
book of Jos, that they would have done their 
* and have given the learned and 
h W 


guments, t 
tation, they 


affect to repreſent as viſionaty and 
— ſhould be able to lay open and 
unfold the whole conduct of the poem upon 
one entire, per feet, elegant, and noble: plan, 
which does more than vulgar honor to the 
writer who compoſed it. And that it ſhould, 
at the ſame time, be as uſeful in defining the 
parts, as in diveloping the aubole; fo that par- 
ticular texts, which, fur mant of | ſufficient 
light, had bitberto been an eaſy prey to critics 
from every quarter, are nom no longer affected 


by the common o wm affixed to this 
book, of its being a nge f war, made to 


ſuit every religious ſyſtem, Of which, 
amongſt many others, may be reckoned the 


famous text juſt now explained.- l tbis, bur = 


fore, in a . In A 
negligence, J eſperately perplexrd. 
commentators have choſen, as the cafier taſk, 
rather to find; their on notions in it than to 
ſeek out — Sit 10775 
Quqſitam meritis ume: ſuperbiam- 
But what will the learn and dmpartialipuk.. 
lic ſay, when they ſhall find that, if the 
boaſted interpretation of the book 2 riglit, 
the 'RESURRECTION -:OF-/ THE BODY} And 
not a femporal deliverance, . MUST: NEEDs I 
1557 MEANT, 
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28 
MEAN, For he tells us, 


I For the hbiftory 
is evident, the Jews were brought - 
with in their captivity. 28 1. And bis hi- 
ſtory having an inſeporable connection with 
the redemption of mankind, the knowledge of 
them was to be conveyed together. ibid. We 
conclude then, with ſaying of Jon, what the 
Dean has laid of the later prophets, He has 
given a very tively deſcription. — Re- 
DBEMER, and the other attendant truths ; 
Two of the of — 
HISTORY or 'SATAN and the DOCTRINE 
or A FUTURE" STATE, il. 
Dixin exo in boc efſe vobis Atticam ram! 
He adds, that the knowledge of a futurc 
ſtate was at this time, when the extraordinary 
providence was departing, of the higheſt ad- 
vantage and ſupport to the —_ as a nation 


Some - 


—— 
= 


Sometimes the — 
a ſupply for the want of a future flate. Then 
again, to bring matters round, | a future ſtate 
ry providence, But may we nt fy a 
nary providence, may we not fair 
this dealer in paradoxes, — 
2 yield 
high advantage and ſuppott to the Jews? 
And what will he anſwer? Were'the later 


prophets lawgivers ? If not, to what purpoſe 
was it to acquaint wer people with the he 
trine of future rewards and 
leſs they could, at the fame time, — 
ne ee 
8 to * 
— 2 — onNLY wete the 
ſanction: "6 Os ewiſh religion and law. 
And, — r 
no a am ot ber. 
We may at aſk bin farther, Where have 
cheſs. — taught a future ſtate? for 
though he talks of this ſo frequently, yet, it 
is temarkable, he never once attempts to 
prove it. He has indeed, on a different oc- 
caſion, produced a paſſage from Zechariah, 
It ſhall be that whoſo will not come up f all 
the families of the earth unto Jerafalem, to 
wor ſhip the king the Lord ef hoſts, even upon 
them ſhall be no rain. xiv. 17. Now here, 
as the Dean confeſſes, the is foretel- 
ling chat uv diſpenſation, by -which life and 
were brought to light. 140. But 


of what uſe were the ſantirons of this new 
diſpenſation 
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diſpenſation to a people who were to live and 
die under the ald one ? It is no leſs obſervable, 
that even theſe future rewards and puniſh- 
ments of the goſpel are deſcribed under the 
ideas of the Jewiſh economy, I would have 
thoſe men (ſays he, with his uſual inſolence) 
well conſider gow who perſiſt in thinking, 
that the early Jews had the doctrine of a fu- 
ture ſtate of rewards and puniſhments, though 
Moſes taught it not expreſsly to them; and 
then tell me why Zechariab, when 2 
ſying of the goſpel- times, ſhould cu e to 
expreſs theſe future rewards and puniſhments 
under the image of the preſent ? 147. Surely 


* that man ſhould well conſider this, who can 


ſt in ſaying, (for he cannot flbly perfiſt 
in thinking) the — 1 
the hidden ſenſe of the 5 and then — 4 
why Zechariah ſhould chuſe to foretell the 
ſpiritual things of the new diſpenſation under 
the carnal images of the od one? 

III. The underſtanding the words of a 
reſurrection of the body, expreſsly contradicts 
Jos's plain declarations againſt any ſuch hope, 
in the following paſſages. 303. 

Vii. 9. As the cloud is conſumed | and va- 
niſheth away, ſo he that goeth down to the 
grave ſhall come up no more---Where ?- It 
follows immediately in the next verſe, which 


the Dean, for certain good reaſons, has ſup- 


preſſed. He Hall return no more to his _ 
neither ſhall his place know him any more. 
A greeably with what he ſays elſewhere. 

Before 


31 
Before I go.whence I ſhall not return, even 0 
the land of darkneſi, and the ſhadow of death; 
a land of darkneſs. as darkneſs itſelf without 
any order, and where the light is as darkneſs. 
X. 21, 2. And again, xvi, 27. When a feu 
years are come, then T ſhall go the way whence 
_ NXivs, 12. So man herb down, and riſeth not 
till | the heavens be no more; they. ſhall not 
awake, nor be raiſed out of their ſleep." Cla- 
rius and Druſius on the words till the heavens 
be no more, ſay, Intellige in eternum-»-- 
eſt ſenſus, nullo uam tempore, nam ca- 
lum ſemper crit. It is not in human language 
to expreſs a denial of the reſurreion of the 
body in ſtronger or plainer terms. 304. 
Doctors differ. Yatablus, 2. very learned 


and judicious commentator, ſays the Biſhop, 
makes no doubt of refering this paſſage to the 
reſurtection in the day of God's viſitation. 
For it was a very old opinion, that the 
preſent frame of nature ſhould be one day 
diſſolved, and be ſucceeded by new heavens 
and a ney carth. 225. Indeed it was 
hardly poſſible for this good patriarch to have 
Expreſſed his hopes of a reſutrection in plainer 


Or 


9 . 


— a A dah. 


His lordſhip, ſays the Examiner, aſſerts that the opinion 
was very old. But this is not enough. He ſhould prove that 
it was as old as the age of Jon. Now as he has not attempted 
to do this, he ſeems to beg the queſtion, which he ſhould have 
proved. 375. This is the pleaſanteſt of all Examiners. He 
ſhould prove that the 


nion was as old ai the age of JoB.. As 


if the very text itſelf was not a proof of it! When we know 
it was both old and true. 


- 
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or ſtronger language. The diffolution of the 
heavens and the day of judgment are inſepa- 
rable. And = . — — | 
ledged fo much. 471. Jos therefore had 
— 7 reaſon to ſay, * Ws he /ay down, he 
ſhould not viſe again till the general reſurtec- 
tion, when the heavens ſhall be no more. 

The Dean concludes with the followin 
text, which be leaves to ſhift for itſelf, J 3 
man die, ſhall be live again? 14. This 
eſtion is equivocal, and may „either 
t man ſhall live, or ſhall not live. But the 
context determines its meaning, In the pre- 
ceding verſe he ſays, Ob that thou wouldft hide 
me in the grave, that thou wwouldff Reb me 
ſecret, that thou wouldft appoint me a ſet time, 
and remember me, What time was it, do you 
imagine, that Jos deſired to be appointed for 
him? Was it the time of this lite ?” If fo, © 
howcould it ſucceed his being hid in the gravef 
No, fays the learned prelate, he had other 
hopes, and expected to be called from the 
ve, and ſeems affured that God would not 

Sr his creatures even there. Thou '/ha 
call, and I will anfwer thee; thou wilt bave's 
defirt to the work "of thine bands. 24 1. But 
the words thus interpreted, directly contradit” 
many other declarations of Jos,” particularly 
one juſt before, For now I ſhall fee in the 
duft, and thou ſhalt ſeek me in the morning, But 
T ſhall not be ; The moſt expreſs declaration 
to the contraty. 513. 2d Ed. Gently, Foot 
Mr. Dean! for, in your haſte, you have got 
* 9 Bo 4 


| . Is 
a concluſion without any pre premiſſes to ſupport 


it. This declaration Ju before is juſt ſeven 
chapters off. But be it where it will, it is 
nothing to the purpoſe. Between the time of 
death, N the reſurtection, man, 
we confeſs, is not. But does it therefore fol- 
low, that he never will be? 

Here let me obſerve, onde for all, that the 
proper point in debate is, whether Jos, and 
the N Jews knew any thing of a reſurrec- 
tion. All thoſe texts therefore, that may be 
brought to prove their ignorance” of an inter- 
— fate, are beſide the queſtion. Hence 


Hiemebiab's thankſgiving, urged to evince, 
That the body of the early Jews had no ex- 
pectations of a future ſtate of rewards” and 
puniſhments. D. L. 173. The grave cannot 
praiſe . thee, death cannot celebrate tber; they 
— into the pit cannot hope for thy truth, 
The bing, tbe 10 ving, be ſhall praiſe thee, as 

I du this day; the other to the children 'ſhall 
make i known thy truth. I. xxxviii. 4 
The dead are here plainly oppoſed” to 4 
living. This paſſage therefore can have no 
relation to a future ſtate of rewards and puniſh< 
ments, becauſe that, according to the T 
notion of it, commences not ill the general 
reſurrection. And that Hezekiab had ſome 


expectation of ſuch a ſtate, may, I think; be 


certainly collected from another paſſage i in this 
very thankſgiving. T/aid in the cutting off of 


n ſhall not * the Lord, even the rd 


the impertinence of the paſſage in 
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I 
4 


whom thou — no more ; THEY 
ARE cu OFF. FROM. THY; HAND, 

5. Let the ferious.r eader take notice of the 
— the dead, are cut off: from 
8 longer the object 
or moral government. 15a. 

* ſerious — muſt have very little 
underſtanding, if he can poſſibly be impoſed 
upon in fo. grols 2 manner. Our pſalmiſt. 
tad for it is not certain that 
David was the author of the hymn, thaugb 
the Dean has ventured: to aſcribe it to him) 
was at this time under the wrath of God for 
his ſins, and ſeems, by his own de ſoription of 
his caſe, to, have been imitten with the leproſy, 
He firſt compares himſelf to the dead in ge- 
neral. —— 2 — 
into the pit; I am 4s à man that hath: na 
Arengib. He then compares himſelf to thoſe 


9 who ate 1 away for their 
wickedneſs 


35 
wickedneſs by the immediate hand of -Gods 
and whom Gd would no more remember 
; Free amongſt the deady liketht 
in the grave; whom thou re- 


here, as the * 
dead in hs | 
does he ſay, as is faid for him, that G 
ets them. 172. that is, abfolutely forgets 


we are told, that 


| „ but forgat bim. Gen. xl. 23. And 
laſt words---they; the wicked, are cut of by 
thy band. The author of the D. L. cannot 
obje&t to the propriety of this | tranſlation; 
What then becomes of his arbitrary com- 
ment? The dead are no lunger the ovjett; of 
moral government. The 


more 
in this w 


than they have of | being re- 
by him in the next. ee 4 lt 


authority of David, 1 will produce a paſſage 
from one of his pfalms, which-will 


7 
and effectually decide it. Tb wilt not 


- 


my ſoul in hell, neither wilt thou ſuffer * 


one to ſee corruption. xvi. 10. 
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AN: Peter, * Dr. Stebbing, claims this 
as relating to Chriſt's reſurrection. But 
does he claim it? replies the Dean. No 
otherwiſe than by giving it —— enſe.— 
Agreed. The queſtion then is, Was David 
acquainted with the — ſenſe? Or, in 
other words, did he underſtand the meaning 
of his on prophecy ? It is of no great uſe 
to know the Dean's anſwer, or mine, to this 
queſtion. I ſhall therefore tranſcribe the 
en was given long ago by the 

mn e unto you of-- the 
natriarch David,- chat he is both dead and 
buried, and his ſepulcbre is with us unto this 
day. Therefore being 4 PROPHET, and h- 
ing that Go oath to bim, 
that of the fruit of bis loins, according to the 
fleſo,) be would raiſe up Tus MESssIAu 70 fit 
on bis throne; MR SEB1NG- IT BEPORE 
SPAKE OF THE RESURRBCTAON or THE 
Mzs1 An, “ that His /oul was not Jeft in hell, 
or tbe graue, neither i is fleſh: did ſee cortup- 
baer Alls xi. rere er bit i bene 

Jo return from this digreſſion.— For the reſt, 
far any fuller ſatisfaction, the intelligent rea- 
der is ne to the Free, and candid ex ami 
nein Eur r 2: n e 2G! Acer 


ct. Peter is here reaſoning with the Jews on 5 ts 
— Y ornate! L 
he Meſſiah, David's land, was to riſe, from the dead do 
at the right hand of God. 522 was laiſed from th the 
and placed at En hand of God. ha 2 — 
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eee rb Biſhop of London's 
&c. whete he will ſee in a fuller . than 
perhaps he has been accuſtomed to, the great 
ſuperiority of acute and Jong re: over 
chicane and We 30. lauen 
ALOR3HQ2 136 ann pb, 19430 
This: mighty hero, who is to do ſuch won- 
ders, is, in truth, no very formidable advert 
The Examination, as we ſhall quickly 
fit is a complication of the author's ſhuffles 
and miftakes, And indeed what elſe” could 
be expected from a writer, who had under. 
taken the defenſe of ſuch a deſpica ble agus 
ment, as that of the Divine — rung 
The principal objection is drawn from 
ſome paſſages in the New "Teſtament, in 
which, according to their in tation, life 
and \;nmortality- is called the myfery of 
which was ff pa and may 

toilight by Feſas Crit. 

In anſwer to this, let it be obſerved, that 
- aathe goſpel canta myſterious points, 
it may ws 2 roy wel es 2 general, 
a nne: J tine 
of life" eee revealed beſore. 
The Examiner indeed lei 2 The 

, lays he, muſt ne ily incl 
. of the Chin 
faith. Since therefore a future life was ane of 
theſe: eſſential. articles, [ T muſt have 2 

ik the 4obole goſpel was fo, 364. 1 

2 not, And 1 the impartial 
— may be of the ſame opinion, when he 
Cy ; conſiders 
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a special favor, to the holy 


3 
confiders the following in the epiſtle 
to the Hebrews. Xi. 1 10 all (the 
at) beforementioned) died in faith, 
nd yet it ap that Enoch, one of the 
inſtances, did mt ſee death. Why then may 
It not be ſaid, with equal propriety, all the 
articles of the — were myſteries; though 
2 future life, one” of thoſe ail, was revealed 
before. a1 WI 
ein The term myſtery does not neceſ- 
Fatty imply wy thing abſolutely unknown. It 
was borrowed from the famous rites of Pa- 
ganiſm ſo named, and with admi- 
table juſtneſs. For as the myſteries were 
tomtunicated only to a — of the wiſe and 
t, and kept hid from the populace, ſo 
e * immortality was revealed by God, as 
and 


fm: but kept hid from the body of the 


ewiſh nation, D. L. 183. Well then; ex- 
this knowledge'of life and immortality 
to the body of the Jewiſh nation, and it will 
ſill remain a myſtery, as not having been com- 
 nunicated to the Gentiles, 
In this ſenſe the learned ard judicious Dr. 
Stebbing underſtands that famous paſſage, the 
very Palladium of the Legationeſcheme ; Feſus 
(riß hath brought life and immortality to light 
through the goſpel: 2 Tim. i. 10. He obſerves, 
with Biſhop Bull, that the following words 
ſtrongly point to this ſenſe. Por the apoſtle 
having faid, that Chriſt had brought life and 


immortality to light by the goſpel, 1 | 
8 ; ubjoins 


dien whereunto [that is, to wha oo 
of bringing life and immortality 5 

appointed a pteacher, and un pol 

teacher of the. which ſeems Fit 
mate, that preaching to the Gentiles was 
thing preciſeh intended by bringing e 2 
inmurtality to light. Exam. 73. 
"Add to this that, according to the fame 


apoſtle, the chief privilege of the Jeus above 


other nations was, that ante them, excluſively, 
were committed the oracles of God, Rom. * 
But the may be thus. oy 
hath ſaved us, and called 45 with a boly calling 
not according #6 dur works, but "_ fo 
5 101 purpoſe and grate which Was given us 
in Chrsjt. Jeſus bore the rl b pol but is 
now made | manifeſt ve AI Fo, of _ our 
i. Teſus Chriſt, pen aboliſhed drath 
"and bath brought lie and immortality to ig light) 
ally 6 the 0 el. --, According to 
ing, the apoſtſe does not ſay, a0 d 
imtnortality was btought to light through the 
goſpel, but that we ate. called by the goſpel. 
As this is faid by St. Paul elſewhere, it may 
poſſibly be his meaning here, And what he 
ſays is brought to light is not the dhetrine of 
lite and immortality, but the thing. itlelf. 
This, though given us in Chriſt 1 
world, and — in ev 
not be manifeſted till the appearing of our 
z it being his peculiar province, as 
ſuch, to bring lite and immortality to light. 


The ſenſe of the expreſſion here offered, is 
confirmed 
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confirmed by the words immediately preceed- 
ing. Who Bath aboliſhed death. Now death 


as aboliſhed in the ſame manner as Satan the 
author of death, 8 n the occaſion of it, 
was Ns” y. the death *. of the Re- 
1125 A. immortality therefore was 
oug . to. light by his reſurrefion from the 
dead But 8 has the text, thus interpret- 
ed, to do with the doftrine of life and im- 
mortality? 
Farther The calling of the Gentiles. is 
ſometimes ſtyled the myftery of the goſpel, as 
Mr. Locke and others have obſerved. The 
Dean calls this an abſurd fancy; for a confut- 
ation of which he refers us to his good friend, 
the learned and mot judicions — of the 
Examination, who, he ſays, has ſufficiently 
exploded it, 182. n. f. We are here told, 
among other things that are nothing to the 
purpoſe, that the calling of the Gentzles could 
be no more a myſtery than the calling of the 
Jews; ſince the one was as plainly dal a8 
the other. 35. But was this foretold as plainly 
to the Gent es? If not, then, with leave of 
this pair of writers, it would | be a myſtery ta 
them, how plainly ſoever it was communis 
cated to the Jews. 
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2 Heb. ii. 14- The devil i: here ſaid Gina dont of 
death, as he brought it into the world by the deluſion of the 
firſt man. There ore, before d:ath can be abolifbed, He, who 
had the power of it, muſt be deftroyed. But his deſtruQion 
— Gr ga, D. L. 185. 
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But there is a circumſtance relating to this 
call of the Gentiles, which made it a myſtery 
even to the Jews. I mean their being llc 
in the place of the others, the Jews being 
rejected TI would not, brethren, that ye ould 
be ignorant of Tis MYSTERY, (left ye (hould 
be wiſe in your own conceits) that blindneſs in 
part is happened to Iſrael, until the fulneſs of 
the Gentiles be come in, Rom. xi. 2 5. 1g. In 
their former captivities or diſperſions they {till 
preſerved their relation to God, as his peculiar 
people. But at preſent they are caft off, and 
are no longer his. And now point me out a 
prophecy in the Old Teſtament, where this is 
clearly and plainly foreto lt. 


But to come directly to the point, When 


the ſacred writers ſpeak of THE MYSTERY 
OF THE GOSPEL or ,THE MYSTERY OF 
CuR15T, they generally mean THE wHOLE 
SCHEME Or DISPENSATION. OF PROVIDENCE 
IN THE REDEMPTION OF TRR WORLD 
BY THE $ON oF Gob, in ſition to the 
clear and full ' manifeſtation of it by Chriſt 
and his apoſtles. Thus we find St, Paul 


ſpeaking to the Epbefians, Ye have beared of 


the diſpenſation of the grace of God, which is 

iven me to-you-ward ; how that by revelation 
be made known unto me the MYSTERY, as [ 
wrote afore in few words, whereby when ye read 
ye may underſtand my knowledge in the Mys- 
TER of the Meſſiah, which in other ages 


was not made known unto the ſons of men, 


as it is now revealed unto, or by, bit boly 
3 21a Nach . 
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les and phets t h ys brit==-ivi. 
or: 5. It 1 . a e Biſhop 
juſtly obſerves, becauſe it was 1 ſecret ſince 


the world began, God not having opened or 


declared his 1 9 before the 
to this time 


coming of With reſpect 

of ſecrecy and * the goſpel is called 4 a 
myſtery; but, upon the revelation of it by 
Chriſt Jeſus, it is no longer looked upon as a 
myſtery, but as the manifeſtation of God's 


will and goodneſs to men. Vol. I. 1 
Jordſhip does not mean, A oF Oberg 


(as the Examiner would perſwade us) that 
God had never, in the ages preceding that of 
Sn made any declaration of his gracious 
fpoſe of rederming man, for he labors to 
that abi of this ſort was promiſed 
but he means, that Goa had 
of the 


— 4 
even to 
never made known the Tobole defign 


ſpel, as he expreſſes it, the whole) 4 4 
goſpel of providence in the 28 1 — 
Kind. ibid. St. Paul, We ſee, had the fame 

ntiment. In other ages the myſtery. of the 

nah was nor made know} unto the ſons of 
men As it is yow revealed. Which neceſſa- 
rily implies, that it was made known in ſore 
degree, though not þ clearly and intitely, 
ch a manner, as it is u revealed. 
What reſerved to himſelf, without com- 
municating the knowledge of it to than, that 
Tengined a myſtery, hat he was pleaſed 

to reveal, was no longer a myſtery, 4 


Wenke of his wilt and purpoſe, 
— 


| 43 
therefore he communicated fo much of his de- 
ſign to our firſt parent, as to let him ſee a 
refitrrefFion' in conſequence of the death of 
the woman's feed, (and, the circumſtances 


4d 
nh him to have revealed leſs) this was 
ta ſmall part of the manifold wiſdom of 
God, (o wihumonine; cela e Ste) which'is now 
made thanifeſt to the ſaints," The Examinet 
therefore, and his maſter, do bat' trifle, and 
betray their ignorance of true divinity, as well 
as of ſound logic, and of fair criticiſm, when 
they make a Uture flate, which is only one 
article of the great myſtery of 'godlinefs, 775 
Mie duden quibble, 28 
| men may e, as lon 0 
they pleaſe, about the terms myſtery, Never 
pap rpoſe, hidden wiſdom, made mantifeft, and 
bt to light by the #0/þel. But, after all, 
the eee b queſtion of alt; and in t- 
der to decide it, e appeat I'think, riot 
to the evidence of Paul, but of Moſes, And 


if the fays, a fature ſtate was revealed, 
the apoſtle could never mean to f, it Wis 
not revealed. PP 


And are not theſe very writers forced ta 
take refuge in the reſtrained ſenſe of the term 
myſtery, when they come to explain their own 
ſyſtem? If life and immortality was broughs 
to light thraugh the goſpel, rA T * 
the preaching of the goſpel, it was kept bid 
and our of fight. D. L. 181. This is the 


(ſpecific ngtrum of the ſyſtem, The author 


8 


weighed — conſidered, we cannot well 
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Gan; 
at the Game time maintains; that 9 ani 
which, the firſt ſet of prophets had throwed 
yer this doctrine, was gradually drawn afide 
the latter, who, after. the. captivity, gave 
very lively, deſcriptions of the Redeemer, and 
5 other attendant truths; ane of which was 
dactrine of à future fate, 200. 281. 362. 
72, 3. But if the latter prophets drew 
. yell, where was the myſtery? If they 
gave ſuch lively deſcriptions of the Redeemer, 
and of the future ſtate, how could it be belt 
brought to light by the goſpel? Unleſs he will 
chuſe to maintain, as an embelliſhment to his 
Uncommon ſyſtem, two firſt and original 
revelations of this doctrine; one by the pra- 
phets, a the WES (Ha __ 


And, in fact, that, moſt. judicious: author, 
the Examiner, has preſented. us with a pair of 
fuch original revelations, The publication of 
life and immortality aſcribed: to Jeſus Chriſt 
e and original publica- 

tion. 6. 218. . ſyſtem obliged him 
to hold this. f ſyſtem obliged him to hold 
alſo, that the original revelation of it was. 
made to Abrabam and to ſome other ſelect 
perſons. 72, 3. Here are evidently, in his 
own words, two original maniſeſtations of life 
and immortalicy, To which he might have 
added, . To nol, the Legation- 
principles, a thir original, to: hs Ve 
the prophets, eln 


Would 


45 
| Would the reader know, how this gentle- 
man Came to « himſelf in fuch an ex- 

preſs contradiction? It was thus, He muſt 
needs be ſtarting objections for Infidels, only 
— — his friend's skill in re- 
— — Wo. find, lays be, in the 


ſome few which declare it was revealed to 
how we can ſolve Th contradiction? The au- 
thor of the D. L. tells us, that it had been 
communicated, a 4 , to ſome 
ſelect who were not allowed to com- 
municate it to others, being not, at that time, 
intended for popular and common uſe. And 
is not tis diſtinction naturally ſuggeſted" by 
on OR ſentation of this d 
hich aff 1 original revelation of it to 
In age, and the hen an Bert cuous s teaching 
of it to another ? , 3. 2 4 
Here is noa 'dift:nion for 0 which, 
he ſays, it would be an unperdonable raſbneſs 
to call arbitrary and groundleſs, as it is im- 
paſſible to remove the inßdel objection without 
it. ibid. And my lord Biſhop, it ſeems, 
will be obliged to „ of the 
D. L. in this diſtinction. ibid. | 
But why muſt we be obliged to 


* 


counterfeit diſtinction, which we do not want, 
and which, can be of no ſervice to us? The 


dean hen his occafi 
66 objection, as pays 
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| will overturn the new ſyſtem, as well as the 


explained by the Examiner, is properly ſtated) 
how the revelation of life and immortality 
aſcribed to Feſus Chrift cauld be the f&/# and 
original revelation, if this doctrine had been 
originally communicated to Abrabam, his fax 
mily, and other ſelect perſons? — 
The or:giual revelation is to be 
and the oper and — — 
it to another. 2 point then, the fa- 
vorite tenet of the D. L. is effectually given 
up. The firſt and original re velation of life 
and immortality is conſined to the age of 
Abraham. The manifeſtation af it by Jeſus 
Ghriff was not the firft and original, but only 
the open and pramiſcuaus teaching of it. But 
are the terms oper: and promijeun equiralent 
to the fort, original, and bare it to 
Gght? Or could the revelation of a future 
ſtate by Jeſus Chriſt be the firſt and originai 
revelation, 1 it had been 1 
before? 

- Theſe writers s think eie ene 
ſtrengthened and confirmed by ſome other paſ- 
ſages, which repreſent the Jews as well as Gen- 
tiles, before the coming of our faviour, as fit- 
ting in darkneſs, and in the region and ſhodow 
of death. A 1 

uainted with the revealed doctrine of 

immortality. ! : - HATH and 0 
If there is any force inahis:obj it 


ald one. For the only difference between 
Ei knowledge: of 


this 


47 
this docttine to the Jews earlier than the other. 
It is confeſſed by the author of the D. L. 
that they learned the dofirine of a future fate 


ID 


Pentateuch, if it had been nakedly and openly 
expoſed in other inſpited writings? Ex. 1 59. 
And again, It would give one a ſtrange idea, 
of the adminiſtration ot providence, to r 
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of a future ſtate ſimply, and as. it is connected 


We und diſtinguiſh N 7 FO 


with the doctrine of redemption., In the feſt | 
ſenſe; it is ſecreted no where; it is expreſs] 
——————— 
In the other ſenſe, it is either omitted or con- 
cealed in the Pentate uch. Thus in the hiſtory 
of the fall and redemption of man we find no 
mention of the reſurtection, though it 
is the very place where. one would expect to 
ſee it. But the reaſon is obvious, The faced 
writer could not make an open declaration of 


it, without previouſly explaining the ſacrifice 
of Chriſt, and the doctrine of redemption, 


which lead the way to it. Now this, it is 
evident, would have been eh improper. 
The Jews were to be i nts in bringin 

about this important event by the death * 


Chriſt. If all e 2 been ba- 
kedly and openly dect the deſigns of pro 
vidence would have been fruſtrated, the 


pr muſt have defeated its own. accom- 
plimment. - Whereas: becauſe they knew him 
not, nor yet the voices of the bat they Fl 


filled them in condemming him. Acts xu. 27. 


This is the true ground of the obſcurity of 
in relation to the doctrine of re- 


demption. Not that it was, in itſelf, improper 
to be known, or unfit to be publiſhed, in the 


aide the leveral es (this is the 
great 


79 


wr N — 
ſelf, was of the ſeck of the — 
if the redem of the world, — 
of the Mei ebe fon of God, had been di- 
rely and explicitly foretold, either by ges or 
the prophets, no ſuch ſect could poſſibly have 
ariſen ; nor is it eaſy to conceive, that the 
Jews would have forwarded the crucifixiowof 


a perſon pretending to thoſe characters;” Ob- 


Scurity therefore, as an excellent writer ob- 


Ecckf. Hiſtory. Vol. 1. 196. For the 
amazing Where was by divine wiſ- 


dom before the world, yet it was afterwards 


to be carried on and executed by human 
means, and conſiſtently with human freedom. 


Bur had the Jews had more light, pant 


have had leſs agency 1 
Hence ap . abſurdity — 
ner's — 20h His — by ſuppoſing 


that theſe previous declarations were made, 


were not — For cer 
would have been the moſt diredt, 
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. That the types were types, that is 1 of ſpiri- 
tak! blefings to come. 2 | 
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50 
and circumſtantial of the 
miſſion of eſus. { That is, direct, preciſe, 
and ci tial prophecies would have been 
direct, preciſe, and circumſtantial]! But as 
the Old Teliament was deſtined for the ſup- 
port and evidence of the New, one can hardly 
imagine, that ſuch an illuſtrious train of teſti- 
monies would have been omitted, while 
others more dark, ambiguous, and equivocal, 
were inſerted in their foo. 104. | 
Why, the dark teſtimonies (I will not'call 
— and were ſtudi- 
ouſly inſerted for that very purpoſe, that the 
Old Teſtament might attain its deſtined end, of 
ſupporting and bearing evidence to the New. 
Whereas, if it had contained direct, preciſe, and 
circumſtantial its deſtined end muſt 
neceſſarily have been defeated ; there could not 
y have been any New Teſtament for it 
to ſupport and bear evidence to. The truth is, 
ecy was given with a double view ; not 
. — 
but 4% to be an immediate ſu the 
hopes of the faithful. It is, Suben a 
miſtake (as the Biſhop has judiciouſly * 
ſerved) to conceive prophecy to be intended 
Joleiy or chiefly for their fakes in whoſe time 
the events predicted are to happen, ---How low 
an idea does it give of the adminiſtration of 
providence, in ſending prophets, one after 
another, in every age from Adam to Ghrift, 
to 1magine, that all this apparatus was for 
their fakes who lved in, uid after the times 
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bf Chriſt, wich little regard to the ages to 
whom the zes were delivered: As 
I think the prophecies of the New/Teftament 
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Te author of the D. L. has ſhewed as much Ixno- 
* malevolence in his cenſure of this The 
op of Landen, (ſays be) in bis diſcourſes on of 
Prophecy, ſeemed to have but a lender idea of this 2% [to 
evidence to future ages of the truth of when 
wrote as follow s—=Hoxw dan an idea, &c. Bat this is the 
way of thoſe writers who have a favorite queſtion to inforce. 
The truth of «that (5F i happen ro be a with) is ſupported at 
the en of all others. Thus his lordſhip ting himſelf to 
prove that pn he aua. 7 2 principally to ſupport the faith and 
religion of ol world, thought he , could nat ſufficien 
ſecure bis without weakening and di/crediting another 
atleaſt equal importance, That it was 1 give teftimony to the 
Nen of Jeſus, 4.50. n. | you” 
His: 7 Fa Hon eideavodiing to weaken or dit. 
Credit this (or any other) truth. He was only granting againſt 
a fooliſh r ſome ſhallow reaſoners, who would male 
it the ale uſe and intent of prophecy. © Had it been fa, 
as he gots on, à ſet of given ſome few yrars Bifore 
the birth of Chriſt would ſerved our | AAS ns well a; 
« ſerie; of prophecies: given from the very beg 


#/ 


ing agel: he) i! IN OP e . 
ming t " Age. 39. Indeed, ſuppofing them to 
have had av. % atoll in the intermediate ages between Adam 
and Chriſt, they were all equally unneceſſary. . The,xeafon 
ſeems to be ſelf-evident. We muſt be in poſlefſion of fats, 
ſuppoſe the a¹ and refrorrettion —— — can 
46 argument hery. ibi. theretore I am 
224 N by Fu e of the evangel/:/?;, that 
both died and roſe” again, what farther need have'T of the 
evidence of the prophets? Prophecy then being given from 
the beginning, and runding through every age of the world, 
muſt bat its oo from the very beginning, and in every 


have 
Tacceeding age; und it moſt have been of the /ame uſe to the 
antients, as the evangelical hiſtory is u. And its uſe in 
regard to ourſelves, is to ſhew us the real connection, ,cela- 
tion, anti dependence between the ſeveral diſpenſations of 
revealed religion; and to convince us, that es is indeet the 
Maſtab, the great objett of prophecy, and of the hopes uf 
rar rom the very beginning, and in every age, of 
world. 


an hip or our fake, who live by faith and 
Ken Ye ſo I imagine the antient pro · 
pbhecies had the like uſe; and w 5 
rended to ſupport the. faith and religion of the 
old world. Uk, &c. 353 Subs nr dow rr. 

din therefore had good real 


they. could nat have. anfwercd. one end in- 
tended by them, the preſent inſtruction of the 
—— 1 that if an 


202 7 los yvi 
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7.40. Be C. 
and to ne and 5 3 
nme, to Oe ame e. gg. 
But we mean, 28 a little common ſenſe might 
have taught him, that what was. fit to be 
revealed in ee to be ſecreted, in 
another; and that the vail or cover, was in- 
tended to hide God 8 Rr from the beep 


R 1 
in our faviour's time; leſt the light of pro- 
„ "like the Beavenly light" in St. PauP's' 
journey to Damaſcus, ſhould ſhine fo itrefiſti- 
bly upon them, that they could not but ſee 
and acknowledge that Teſs ut the Chrift. 
This is St. Pauls account of the obſcurity of 
prophecy, We Peak or declare openly, the 
| God,” ty pevengie THY areunc uf, 
(üer concealed and wrapped up in 4 . 
ſtety, which God urdaſned before the world unto 
o glory ; hich none of the printet of this 
tbvrid knew, rox HAD barbs fl KNOWN FT; 
Titty wound Nor Ave 8 
Tur Toxp of 'GLORY,"" 1 U. ik 7 
"Ani ges er the dificuth queſtion; Nee 
can be fig to ff cs ene, 
daryprophectes,” conveyed 
under them, wer eto" de rate and 1 
revealed for A diate inſtruction 0 


_ ws?” 2 /Beezuſe thoſe dactrines 
| | ere 
7 ans ee TWO And ee ei looks Lice 
MM. , deer proceeds Nen N Bus 
28 the 
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" elemetits of this e were delivered 
Rl In the /aw. But is it 
chat eren. previouſly inſtrucded in the mote 

Hi Pratt 2 — ſhould after this be 
taught thei elements, of that their time could 
de uſefully employed in learning chem over 
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Nis remark is grounded on the abſurd ſup- 
poſition, that what, the patriorchs had been 
ones told, their poſterity could not poſſibly 
forget,] Indeed, the future ſtate itſelf it was 
impoſſible. for them to forget. The hopes 
and fears of another life are ſo woven into the 
frame and conſtitution of the human nature, 
that they are a part of it. And the Jews muſt 
haye bern of a very ſingular make indeed, it 
they could be inſenſible to theſe viſitings of 
nature, and forget tbemſelves. But the prin- 
ciples, that lead ta the future ſtate, they might 

ot, and, in fact, they did not 'remember. 

heſe are the ſacriſice of Chriſt, and the doc- 
trine of redemption, To prepare them there- 
fore for theſe ſublime parts of goſpel- ſcience, 
they ere ſent back again to the very firſt ele- 
ments and rudiments of it, contained in the 
law, which was, on this account, their ſcbool- 
maſter to bring itbem to the Meſſiah. Gal. iii. 24. 
Here the controverſy might be fairly reſted 
The late was to Lud thoſe who were undet it 
ta the Meſſiab, that - they might be juſtified by 
faith; The types and figures therefore muſt 
ave been explained, or atherwiſe underſtood, 
Elſe how could the law have performed its 
office? How could it lead its pupils to ex 
Tuſtofication or eternal life. by faith in the N. 
Jab? How could the Iſraelites believe on him, 
of whom they had not heared ? In ſhort, 


how could the law prepare the early Jews for 
the goſpel, unleſ the one had led them to 


Let 


the other? 
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Let me-alk in my turn, cache Examiner, 
How the born-bo0k. could be a preparation to 
the Eſſay on human wder landing *; And, I 
preſume, he who can anſwer one queſtion 
may eaſily anſwer the er, 237. n. Upon 
my word, a very ſhrewd query, and as ſhrewd 
a temark. But, I much ſuſpect, they are 
unded on a blunder, the not diſtinguiſhing 
ween the elements of a language and the 
elements of a ſcience, If he had aſked, How 
the: born-book can be W to the En- 
gliſh language? or, how the elements of me- 
2 can be a preperetion to metaphyſics? 
had been to the purpoſe, and it 
mY have taught him, that there is the ſame 
_ necellary connection between, the lam and the 
Meſſiah, as between the alnhalut and language; 
or between the rudi ments of a ſcience and the 
ſeience,..; But where ji the ſepſe in 
How the alhbabet can be preparatery. $0 meta- 
plyics? or, in che words.of my author, how 
the hornrb06%:can be apreporation to the Eſſay 
on human underflanding.? The very deſigu of 
teaching a child. Elte, is that he may 
learn the angůu¹U e the very intention of in- 
ſtructing a penſon in the alements of aolcience, 
is to lead him to the ſerence 1tſelf. In like 
manner, the law was. a. guide to the Meſiab. 
And would it not ha de been a maſt admirable 
1 ta the antient Jews, if it had not 
led them, through the elements and rudiments, 
to Him Who was the end of the 1 
cation to every one that believe 
\ D4 How 
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How much Chriſtian knowledge was com- 
municated to the Jews, or whether they un- 
derſtood the while delign pf yhe goſpel, is no 
part of the'queftion. *The, Tole Point to, be 
conſtdered is, whether the law afforded the 
eatly Jews ſofficient feaſon to expect eternal 
life by*their Memah? And here We produce 
che authority's? St. Paul, who, determines, 
in ſpite of unwilling hearers, that it was. r- 
dained fer this very purpoſe. Te law! was 
our eg nt to bring us unte the, Meſſiah, 
that "we might be juſtified by fait. 
In truth, ir is from this principle the apoſtle 
draws his concluſion, that Jy 23 ot eter- 
nal liſe ir by faith in Feſus Chrift. The Jew- 
pee a er Ek was by Pola of 
rb l. To convince them of their, miſtake, 
he proves, 1. from the nature of the law, 
that it could not Juſtify, © 2. from the Abra- 
hamic covenant, that juſtification was by faith 
in the promiſed ſeed, or Meſſiab. 3. 1 
the condeſſion of à Jewith prophet, that it was 
by (the ſame) faith. The Jewdaizers acknow- 
ledged Jeſus to be the Meſſiah. Therefore, 
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hiſtory of Enoch's tranflation to heaven. And 
r 2 8 oF... | Enoch 
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Enoch walked with God, and be. was. not, for 
Gad took, tranflated, him. Cen. v. 24. The 
author of the D. L, has indeed 


ventured to 
this hiſt among the; faded oh. 
. . . 143. It is this 


writer's buſineſs to make obſcurities where he 
3 yoo "cp am, there are 
none in i ting his 
readers with F in which hen 5 

dilnyian” patriarchs left the world. ha 
Seth, Enos, Canaan, - and - Jared. 
lived and DIED.----Methuſclah and Lamech 
os W 2 br ue and Meaho-- 
—_ oath Gl, aid he wag 8 
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2 Mitts we > chi, ls X lays, the Dran. 
from the other hiltory of the * 
Elijah ?. 2 If came 2 "paſs N. Lans 
would 'take up Eliſab to heaven by.a . ud 
* with Eljha * G50 gal, &c. 


| paſs as they ill went en and 
aal, r behold there appeared a chariot of 
fire, and horſes of —— parted them both 
atunder, and Elia went up with a whirl- 
wind into heaven. 2 Mings, ii. 11. But 
the reaſon of this difference. is evident. When 
the latter hiſtory was written, it was thought 
expedient to make a preparation for the dawn- 
ing of a future ſtate of reward and puuiſh- 
ment, which in the time of Moſes would 
baun been highly 1 WNProOper.. 1433. 

The reaſon of the difference is evident. 

1645 ſo; it is ſo plainly pointed out by the 
hiſtorian, that, one would think, no reader 
of common ſenſe could overlook it, nor any 
writer:of common honeſty paſs it by unno- 
ticed. - The Spirit of the Lord, it ſeems, was 
wont to tramſlate che prophet from one place 
to another, (1 Kings. xviii. 12. 2 Kings. ii. 16.) 
as he did Philip from the deſert to Anu. 
Acis vii. 39. Here was a neceſſity therefore 
that the hiſtorian ſhould be very circumſtan- 
tial in his account of this tran ſaction, leſt: the 
infidels of the age might call the truth of the 
act into queſtion, and ſay out W000 
2 but to Lean: d t 
But the Dean has another evident reafon. 
Inben the latter biſtory was written, it was 
thought expedient to make a preparation for 
the dawning of a future ſtate, which in the 
time of Moſes had been highly improper. 
FN — 
>. * About the time of the captivity« 
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This is 8 But if that was the critical 
point of time for ing a view to another 
world, that too Was the preciſe time for 
tranſlating the prophet. For the tranſlation 
was ſurely as ſtrong a proof of another world 
as could poſſibly be given. So that, accords 
ing to the ingemious hypotheſis of the D. L. 
life and immortality itſelf was glaringly and 
fully held forth to view by the fact, almoſt 
three hundred years before a preparation ſor 
the dawning of it was made in the hiſtory. 

3 ſee, that in no di of reli- 
gion has God left this impo rtant doctrine with- 
oat witneſs,” The — of Enoch before 
the law, and that of Elijab under it, were-proofs 
of the life and immortality. which Adam loſt. 
And 8 — W from the 
_ is a proof and 1 
We — deat: with) alivhca tice 
Enoch, + The Dean fays; It could not be but 
that a ſcparate exiſlence might be inferred; how 
obſcurely ſoever the hiſtory was delivered. 
199. This is owning a great deal. And yet 
it we were to aſk him, Why a ſeparate 
exiſtence of the foul may be inferred from 
this ſtory? he would be greatly ſtaggered; it 
beipg full as good a proof of a ſeparate exiſt- 
ence ot the body. Be this as it may; the 
intelligent reader will be apt to infer, that the 
exiſtence of the ſoul is a good proof of the 
future ſtate of reward and puniſhment. No, 
2 the carly Jews ſimply concluded 


that 


chat it returned to God who gave it, as ap- 
pears from the book of "Ecclefiaftes, which 
ſpeaks the ſentiments of the Jews at that time. 
But as to any intereſting ſpeculations concern- 
ing its ſtate of forvivorthip, it is plain they had 
none. 188, 9. They muſt indeed have” com- 
cluded very /imply, it they did not draw a 
intereſting concluſions from ſuch a prom 
principle. But why are we ſent to the times 
and writings of Solomon, to learn the ſenti- 
ments of the Jews in the time of Moſes ? 
To know their opinions, we muſt go to the 
2 Moſes, to the law and to the teſti. 
And they bear full evidence to the 
peoples belief of a future ſtate, if that is in 
the leaſt connected with the ſurvivorſhip of 
the ſoul. Their idolatry was founded on this 
very principle. They ſacrificed ta Dev1Ls, as 
Moſes himſelf bears witneſs, nor 70 %; te 
'GoDs whom they knew not, Kc. Deut. xxxii. 
17. Theſe devils, as our tranflators call them, 
were not fallen angel, but the ſouls of men. 
Thefe, ſays the Dean, in his explanation _ 
the text, were the dæmons of 
143. n. Here ſurely they muſt N d 
lome interefting {peculations, unleſs their bing 
=_ was as unedifying as their philo 
Nay, ſo ſtrong, ſo prevalent, and, one would 
think, ſo intereſting, were their ſentiments of 
ſpirits, that we find an expreſs Jaw 
in the body of the Moſaic inſtitutes to cut off 
all communication between the Jews and 
them. There ſhall not be found among you any 


64 
one that uhſerh divination, or a.necromancer;. 
an inguirer f the dead. The Lord thy G 
will raiſe, up unto thee a prophet from the 
midſt of thee, Deut. xviii., 10-15. This, 
I think, fully proves, that the people in che 
days of, Mol had other ſentiments concerns. 
ing the /oul, than that it barely ſurvived the 
body. Elſe why was ſuch a, caution given to 
prevent any conſultation with the dead? And 
why the promiſe of a conſtant ſucceſſion 
AUNT e e ee 44 TT 

b4 * — 4 * 8 — m—_ 7; I 
This mami ſeſtiy relates both to a ſucceſſion of 
i „ and to the Meffiah, THe PROPHET, above all the 
reſt, in particular. The occafion. demands the firſt ſenſe; the 
words themſelves determine the other. God is forbiddin 
his people to go after the gods and the prophets of oth 
nations, and is promiſing them a prophet of their on, in 
the room of Moſes, who was ſoon to be taken from them. 
A+ the Meſſiah was not to appear for many apes, be alone 
cannot be intended by the prophecy. I underſtand it there- 
fore of a conſtant ſucceſſion of perſons inſpired, who mighs 
confalt God for the people upon all occaſions. Accordingly, 
after the dank of Bull we find Joſhua, Samuel, and others, 
ſucceſſively rai ag for obey Aud as the 0 
in the ſtrict ſepſe of the words, is applicable to the Meſſiah 
alone; fince He alone among the prophets is, in all reſpects, 
le unte Me, L underſtand it alſo of him principally; it 
Nic. him * boye all the reſt. A remark made in the laſt 
apter of Deuteronomy, long after the death of Moſe 
ſtrengthens this interpretation. And theres aroſe 01 a 
ines in he unto Moſes. As if be had ſaid Thou 
Moles declared that che Lord would raiſe up à prophet li 
untb Him, and though God has indeed ſucceſſively raiſed a 
ſeveral io e ref} like unto him, yet this prophecy ba 
t yet . accompliſhed in a ſtrict and full ſenſe; there 
as not yet ariſen one like unto him in all reſpects; but this 
great prophet is ſtill to come.” And when he did come, the 
Prophecy was applied to him by the author of it. Ad, ui. 22. 
It may be Dr not improperly) that the 
name of the % and of the % prophet after Moſes was 
Feſbua or Te/us. 
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flate of rewards and puniſhments, 


62 
of to rendet auch a conſultation 
needleſs ? . 1 91 WS 


1 — $oithe text dhe beck.ot Jos, 


the author of which was, probably, Moſes 
himſelf. Tbis paſſage is an unqueſtionable 
proof, n future ſtate, ſo 


far from being ſtudiouſly ſecreted in the facred 


ſtand in the way of ſuch a revelation. The 
Examiner is pleaſed to ſay, According to his 
lordſhip's interpretation of the text, the great 
myſtery of the goſpel! was delivered. plainly. and 
diſtinctly in all the luſtre of Chriſtian know- 
edge. 174, 5. And the Dean ſeems to glance 
at Bis lordſhip's interpretation. It may be {aid 
by thoſe who hold the book of — 
rl ſcripture, that the Jewiſh people maſt 


not only have had the knowledge of a future 
but, what 


is more, of the reſurrefion of the boch, and, 


ſtill more, of the redanption of mankind by 


the fon of God. 201. New where has the 
Biſhop given this inter pretation of dhe text ? 
Indeed how could he'give it? Jon's faith in 
his Redeewer is exprefied in very general 
terms. I know that my Reatemer rs: thei 
and that he wvill raife up the auſt al the la 
day. Who this Redecmer is, whether Cod 
himſelf, or the ſon of God; and by what 
means the redemption was to be made, whe- 
ther, ſtrictly, by the payment of a ranſom, 
or, in a looſer fenſe, without any ranſom paid, 

1 ; \ 4 


how can it 
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is not expreſſed. an * 
a priori, that JoB's Redeemer is the ſon of 
God. And yet, when his lordſhip found in 
dreming the world and of raiſing the dead is 
every where appropriated to the ſon of God, 
as his province, he had the greateſt 
reaſon for ſaying, Theſe words of Jog are a 
prophecy of the gſice and character of 
Chrift Feſus, and a plain prophetical deſetip- 
tion of the grand article of the goſpel. 228. 
As his lordſhip ſuppoſes, that this text con- 
tains a more plain and diſtinct revelation ot 
the great myſtery of the goſpel, than is to be 
found in the law and the prophets, it will fol- 
low, that the Arabians, and not the Fraclites, 
were the depofitaries of the divine oracles, 
contrary to the aſſertion of St. Paul, as it is ex- 
plained - by his lordſhip; This was the Jeros 
chief advantage above others, that ants then 
wwere committed the oracles of God. 174. 
For reaſoning you cannot find this writer's 
fellow. It will follow, ſays this profound 
logician, that the Arabians, — not the 7/- 
ruelites, were the depofitaries of the divine 
oracks.. But, in the name of Atiſtotle 
poſſibly follow? Does it appear 
that the book of Jon was cver in the hands cf 
the Hrubians ? Is it not ſuppoſed, as he him- 
ſelf * ſerve a _ confetles, * to have been 
1 Written 
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* Jos was y a — — gr not under the law, 

| and his prophecies re went by divine Inge mig; 
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in the Jewiſh canon as part of 
2 With what face then 


| — — 
to the af- 


as contrary 
os —— — 


this important 
— 5 —— 
found in the law and the 


prophets. * ae 4 
But if the Jews were 8 
and diſtinct revelation of the great article of 


the final and ultimate religion, what occafion 
cou'd there be to keep them under the S- 
garly elements and rudiments of the law ? 173. 

My author. ſeems to think there was ſome 
occaſion for this diſcipline. For he imme- 


diately adds---If there was occaſion to keep 


them tied down to theſe. elements, would not 


ſuch a previous information have been prema- 
ture, as it would have diſpoſed them to look 
down upon the m diſ- 
guſt? 174. 33. 239 Wet 

This « like the reſt, is retailed/ out 


of the D. L. If inſtead. of a ſhagow, or 
taint outline of a deſign, the image itſelf, in 
full relief, had glaringly held forth the object 


intended, this objec,” ſo diſtinctly defined, 


would have drawn the Jews from * 


4 
— — 


on bis lerdſhig's own em, and on the ſyſtem of thoſe who 
ſuppoſe the book A to any other part of the canon, and 
written by the hero of the piece. 204. 


e Uſe of the Fews? And was 


ſerved, —ꝛ I —ů — | 


The more ſober writers againſt the D. L. 
attempt no more than to ſhew, that a future 
ſtate had been revealed to the Jews. But his 
lordſhip now tells them, they have miſtaken 
the point in queſtion, and miſemployed their 
time and pains. For that the t te- 
quires them to prove, that the article of the 
reſurrection was reveuled together with the 


doctrine of a future ſtate; ſince the laſt could 


have no ſolid eſtabliſhment or ſupport, and 
conſequently no influence, without the firſt, 
Zo cle (what is moſt to be lamented) he 
res them, at the ſame time, that 116 nei- 
; hes, Hor" ever can be proved, (a) as the 

was reſerved to be revealed in the 
goſpel. And is not this telling them, that 
the argument of the D. L. is attually i - 
nable, and fuperior to all their efforts? 


againſt the D. L. ſhould have ale in their 
to diſcredit and invalidate the great 
argument of the book: But it may ſeem a 
little ſtrange, that their very Id 
drive and force them upon 
tend to 2fabliſh and confirm it. This is evi- 


dently the caſe of Dr. Stebbing. This too, 


J predict, will be the caſe of all Who "Thall' 


fans 9 the * advanced in his lordfhip's 
— ain , 


. 


8 1 Since his lordſhip wherefore , W 


fyſtem had no ſuch revelation, he g its title, to a divine 
ina. If this be true, oe ſhall we think of the 


Bijbop ? If ik is falſe, what mall we think of the Examiner / 


4 wonder,” that the writers 


ofpoſtron {hou 
ach principles, as 


- 


alked,- ſays b he; ee: Wer of lewis end 
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fermon, — inten duke — 
candid project. 268, 9. 271. * 
Now, for all this huffing, the argument of 
tho Dy; L. ſo far from being im 
to the in the Biſhop's ſermong; 
is effectually overthrown by it. And where, 


let me aſk, is the want of ' wiſdom, or the 


want of candor, in applying this principle tao 
e e ee eee 
Divine, if be has any woe: cannot- 
approve ?. is 1 X , 
ee ee ee e 
m nee er d n eme eee 


author of the D. L. e 
woa beg 


diſſent from him, or not) wi 
fallen upon, in a moſt ou 
either by the author himſelf, or dy his fellows. 
A mere ſiſpicion that the argument of the 
D. L. was aimed at by the Biſhop of London, 
has brought down upon that illuſtrious prelate 
a torrent of the fouleſt and moſt abuſive lan- 
guage, And the worthy Chancellor of Lin- 
cuin has felt the effects of to differ 
from him, for he never rend the book. The 
Warburtomen inſolence riſes, on this occaſion, 
if above its uſual heighth. If it be 


nid af the goſpel, -and 3 | 
would ventare to amuſe us with ſo 1 
fancy, all I carr ſay for it is, be had the 2 
ſure, in common with many other vi men. 
of writing againſt tbe D. L. and he had the 
m 1 wich many ares 


14 


4. 


| 5 nenen 


-Gaks into its original nothing. 
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of thinking he might indulge _ in any li- 
po We, STII Ns 7 ee e precau- 
tron not to name But be ſays, he never read 
the D. L. I can eaſily believe him; and will 
do him this further juſtice, that, hen many 
have written againſt it without reading it, be 
is che ft who has had the ingenuity to own 
it; Pref. ii. Vol. 2---Such a D 
in theology ſhould be treated accoordingly. 
For who is this unc ircumciſed Philiſtine, that 
he ſhould thus ee of the living 
God? + HTKLHLI HG: > 
| The boaſted DEMONSTRATION on thus 
I « 

The docrine af * ako — 
— and puniſhments is neceſſary to the 
— ,. J t, ien 
—ñů — found in, nor 

did make diſpenſation. 
ö —— the law of Moſs is of 


$640 EP RIJETLE HL LECISS (344 wiki - 
ID) Coo £41 44k BIT. in 
The difpotehle propolition is very ĩnaccu- 
rately expreſſed. For where is the mighty 
wonder if a doctrine, which is not to be 
found in the Moſaic inſtitution, ſhould make 
no part of it! The author ought to have 


| aid, This doctrine made no part of the Meſaic 


diſpenſation, nor is to be found in it. Now if it 
ſhall appear, that a future ſtate of - rewards 
and puniſhments, though really no conſtituent 
part of the legal diſpenſation, 2 
in it, then this phantom of a = 

e 


. 


\ 
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The demonſtrator would indeed perſwade 
us, that the queſtion is concerning a future 
— fJanfion of the Fewiſh law. 
186. And; as if he really thought fo, he 
ſays, where he puts the — his prooſt 
together, The Moſaic inſtitution was without 
this ſupport; and he tells us, that a very 
moderate ſhare of reflection might have led 
E that he had 
here ęffectually performed ans — 
523. He promiſed to make good a 0 
tion conſiſting of #400 diſtinct parts. He has 
per formed his promiſe as to one part, by ptov- 
ing (what no body denied) that a future ſtate 
was not the ſanction of the. Jewiſh law. The 
other part, that a future ſtate is no where to 
be found in the Moſaic diſ ,] remaing 
to be proved. And, I the attentive 
reader will agree with me, that, without a 
proof of this part of the pr the 
demonſtration is imperfect. The Dean him- 
ſelf ſeems to have — 0 iy this im- 
perfection. For he 2 in order 
to ceuer it. if e, from the reader's 
view, Thus it is now proved beyond all rea- 
ſonable queſtion that the dod#rine of a future 
ſlate is nat to be found in nor 2 
of the Moſaic diſpenſation. 187. 443 
But there are more ways thn ace ab. 
ing thi great reaſoner by * his horns; Infi- 
dels had objected, that the Jewiſh religion, 
et 0 EH. s E wanting 
—— ET EEOC CCL CONC CER CET NEEDY 
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ver may have 


would be often 


were frequently under an unequal 


* 
wanting the doctrine of a future ſtate of re- 
wards and puniſhments, could not come from 
God. The Dean replies, to the confuſion of 
infidelity ! that the omiſſion of this doctrine in 
the law is a demonſtrative internal proof of its 
divinity. How fo? Why, the extraordinary 
providence, exattly rewarding and — 
made the doctrine of a future ſtate 
all the ends of civil ? Por the ddr 
being propagated by fiateſmen only as a ſuc- 
cedaneum to an unequal providence, when that 
mequality was retiified, there was no farther 
occaſion for it. to the Alliance, 171. 
This, I think, will not ſatisfy the deiſt, 


| whoſe objection reaches farther than the Dean 


was willing to ſee. He will fay — — 
in what manner the Jewiſh law 
— I SNnIDZ 
>cicty, it will be ſufficient to obſerve, that 
his religion had each individual, as well as 
the ſociety, for its ſubject. Theſe individuals 
to the inconveniences 
providence. The doctrine of 


ot an 


future rewards and puniſhments therefore was 


abſolutely neceſſary to ſupport God's moral go- 
vernment. ' Conſequently,” the Jeuiſb reli- 
gion being without this t could not pro- 
ceed from Gd. 3 70 
That the particulars of the Jewiſh — 
ce 
is a fact too plain to be denied, of to need 4 
proof. The law itſelf was ſounded on the 
moſt apparent rr —— 


litiet 


j 


1 > 5 
lities, fach as ; the puniſhment of pofterity for 
the crimes of their forefathers, and 0 . 
e 

ud Idence. » 4s, » 

a. * "There. is nothi 11 25 

employ for the ſupport os ON s mag He 

will borrow. aid even from, a quibble or equi- 
vocation. . Theſe ſeverities, conſidered, as the 

puniſhments, of a A ts: prince, ot a guilty 

parent, were ing equences, of a 

moſt equal providence. Far de D re- 

lates to the children and the ſubje s; and in 

that reſj ey were as plainly the effects of 


the moſt unequal providence. For What can 
be more. unequal than to treat the, go | 
the, bad, LA, | 


ſtateſman's grand /uccedaneum). (when, hk 
W- Id be. rectified 
boch Mage at 


e infidel's obj ection to the divinity of the 
law, drawn, — the omiſſion of that doc- 


trine, remains not only unanſwered, _ 
unanſwerable. 


It is time to return. to the vringiple ad- 
vanced in the Biſhop's ſermon, and to ſee how 
the argument of the D. L. is affected by it. 
I ay, the principle in the {ermon, becauſe 
the Examiner has thought proper, for no 2 


4 
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purpoſes, to advance a principle for his 
Kraul that is not in the enen. His lord- 
ſhip maintains, that the law afforded a good 
f of a reſurrettzon. And yet, according 
to the Examiner, he declares, likewile, in this 
very ſermon, that the principle of the reſur- 
reftion was not diſcovered before the coming 
of our ſaviour.” 271. 64, 5. 208, 10. 254. 
276, 313. Now the Biſhop was ſo far from 
making any ſach declaration, that he has pro- 
duced our ſaviour himſelf as a witneſs to the 
law's affording good proof of a future life,” 
namely, in the reſurrection. Vol. 1. 188. 
The truth is, our Examiner has either igno- 
rantly or wilfully miſtaken the drift of this 
maſterly diſcourſe, and has by that means 
made his i chapter one intire piece of im - 
pertinence. What his lordſhip ſays of nafu- 
ral religion, and of natural religion only, the 
other makes him ſay of revelation alſo before 
the goſpel.” And what the ſermon calls the 
goſpel-evidence” of the reſurrettion, is fimply 
ſtyled in the Examination the revelation” of 
the doctrine of” a feſurrection. I will here 
tranſcribe what the Biſhop has ſaid-*on this 
There are two things neceſſary to confirm 
us in the belief of a teſurrection to come; the 
knowledge of the power of God, and of the 
will of God. The power of God we may 
learn from EASA and NATURE. But the 
GOSPEL has declared both his 42// and his 
power --which he confirmed in the raiſing bis own 
R 


73 
ſon from the grave ; and better evidence we could 
not have, for the 'poſfbility and certainty of a 
reſurrefion.. == T hrs, evidence of the goſpel has 
reinſtated NATURE in all her hopes, con- 
firmed her right to immortality, and taught 
her to triumph over death and the grave, 
Which emed before to be immoveable bars 
to all her expectations. This has reſtored reli- 
gion, [the religion of nature] which had. 
rdly one ſound foot to ſtand on, and made 
out faith and our reaſon. conſiſtent, which 
were before at too great diſtance, NATURE 
indeed taught us to hope for immortality; but 
it Was in ſpite of jenſe and experience, till the 
. 1705 of our peace appeared, who 
ie and immortali ty to light through 
his TH ry — A 
_ Nothing is required to reach the Biſhop's 
meaning, but a tolerable head, and a good 
heart,” In ſhort, his lordſhip'writes with great 
ſenſe and diſcernment, and he may juſtly ex. 
that His readers ſhould have ſome. 
Well then; to elude the argument of the 
P. T: we' SLA ſuppoſe, ſays the Examiner, 
that, the Jeoiſb revelation afforded a clear and 
* . "POE 


§„ ee of ets +354. 
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» The atteative eg will obſerve, -that the evlpal.reve. | 
lation of à future fate is not à diſcovery of our refurre#ion to 
come, ſimply, but as. it is connected with out Lords reſurrec> 
tion, paſt. St. Paul proclaims the 7 7 5 N 2 to the 
Athenians on this very principle. God hath appointed a 2 ” 
in the which he avill judge the world in 22 by that* 
man whom be hath ordained ; whereof he bath given aſſurance iq 
A men, in that be hath raiſed him from the dead. ds xvil. 31. 


74 | +; | 
aſſurance of the certainty and ny 
of another life. And does not the Jewi 
revelation» afford this aſſurance? That the 
dead are raiſed tven Moſes ſhewed, declared, 
revealed, mami feſted, (for the original will 
bear the ſtrongeſt of theſe ſenſes) at the buſh, 
when be calleth the Lord the God of Abraham, 
the God of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob, 
Lithe xx. 37. From whence it appears, ſays 
5 Bithop, that our ſaviour thought the lau 

of Moſes afforded good proof of a 574 life,” 
thought the Phariſees ; the very Sadducees 
were ſilenced. But no reaſoning or authority 
is ſufficient to filence the affected nce of 
the Dean, and the Ws the 
Examiber. - 

Without entering into a critical inqui iry con- 
cerning the exact etymology of the Hebrew 
word ELOHIM, it will be ſufficient to ob- 
ſerve, that the term is relative, and, according to 
our ſaviour's application of it, neceſſarily i im- 
on the exiſtence of thoſe perſons to whom 

is relative; as the terms magiſtrate, parent 
huſband, neceſlarily fuppoſe the exiſtence of 
their reſpective correlates. Let the word ELO- 
HIM then be ſuppoſed to ſignify covenanters, 
(not in the ſenſe of the Hutch: as 

effing an antemundane engagement between 
" the three divine perſons, but in teſpect of a 
covenant between God and man) and ſee how 
the argument will ſtand. I am the covenanter 
with Abrabam, &c. As if he had ſaid, you 
have produced a paſſage from your law, IF 


= 
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in your opinion implies, that Moſes diſbelieved 
the reſurrection of the dead. Now Moſes was 
fo far from diſbelieving it, that ever he him- 
ſelf has revealed it, when he calleth Jehovah, 
many years after the death of the fathers, the 


£o0manter with Abrabam, Tſaac,” and Jacob. 
For you cannot but allow, that the term 
covenanter'neceſſarily-implies the being of the 
perſons covenanted with. The covenanter "is 
not, cannot be, a covenanter with the dead, 
but with the /ivimmg. Abraham, Tſaat, and 
Jacob, muſt therefore be ſtill #ving---not as 
to their ſouls in a ſtate of ſeparate exiſtence, 
Loſt and inſenſible as they are to ws and 
to themſelves, they ſtill live to tbeir cove- 
nanter, who giveth life to the dead, and 
callethi thoſe things that are not, as though 
they were. -I have only to obſerve, in vin- 
dication of this ſenſe of the expreffion, that 
Jebovab the Elobim * or covenanter with the 
12 e eee ne eee 
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A paſſage in Deateronomy naturally leads us to this eſe 
of the word. That thou ſhouldſt enter into covenant with 
Jehovah thy ſworn covenanter { £lavim,) and into bis oath, 
(Elah) which Jehovah thy ſworn covenanter  maketh with 
thee, that he may eſtabliſh thee for a people to himſelf, and that 
he may be unto thee a covenanter by,oath, as he bas ſaid unto 
thee,” and as be has orange lar unto thy fathers, ta 
Abraham, io Iſaac, aud to Jacab. Deu, xxix. 1%, 13. Itis 
true, the laſt | radical is moveable in Blab, in Blobim it is 
immoveable. But this makes no difference as to the 
ſenſe. The word Auab always loſes its laſt radical in the 
ſingular number, but retains it in the plural. It is probable 
therefore, that originally there were two rant of the fame. 
fignification, one with & fixed, the other with a changeable H. 
And the ſame may be ſaid of Elab and Elohim, 
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Hebrews, anſwers exactly to the Zee: outs, 
Jupiter ſæderator, Zuber, the Nn cove- 


 nanter, of the heathen. 1 Mn 


This is the real — 

and in this view it is a direct proof of a reſur- 
rection. But can any thing, ſays the Dean, 
be more irrational and abſurdꝰ He ſhould 
have been cautious in his expreſſions on this 
occaſion, leſt his abuſe may fall where it 
ought not. The very introduction, hat | the 
dead are raiſed, leads us to expect a direct 
proof. No, he ſays, it is an intimation only 
to what an indirrc one tended.” Our ſaviour 
then is made to argue thus. The reſurrection 
of the body may be inferred through the medium 
of the ſeparate exiftence of the foul, which ſe- 
parate exiſtence may be in from the 
writings of Moſes. . But is there —— 
connection between the exiſtence of the ſoul 
and the reſurrection. of the body, that the one 


muſt be neceſſarily inferred from the other? 


He ſays indeed, the Sadducees ſupported their 
opinion, of 19 reſurrettion, on a principle that 
the ſoul fell into nothing at the diſſolution; 
. principle once overthrown, they had 
left to to the preaching of 
Teſs.” Who told him ſo? If the reader 
will take his bare word for it, he will believe 
any thing. Our Lord aſcribes their infidelity 
to. another principle, their ignarance of the 
ſeriptures, and of the pomer of God. And 
ben he had once proved, 2 Maſes ſhewed 
the ceſurreQion-of the dead, they had nothing 

| farther 
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further to object; i being a yivob et the fe 
time, that God was ah to raiſe them. 

But his reaſon for diſſenting from che com- 


mon cinen ſurpaſſes every thing. The rea- 


ſoning is ſo far from proving that God was 
Nor the God of the dead, that it proves he mat. 
Fon Abraham's body continued yet /feleſs at 
the very time when God was called his God: 
whatever was to be the future condition of it, 
that could 4 oppo 

A clauſe in St. Luke's goſpel. deteds che 
fallacy, and expoſes the ſophiſt. God, tbe 


covenanter, is not — the dead, 


but with the living; rox ALL LIVE! UNTO 
IM. -in their — ionably; for, 
as to their u, they certainly /ve to tbem. 


ſelves and to each other; but in reſpect 
of their hadies, which are now /ifeleſs, 
can live only uxto' God, in whole com- 
prehenfive 'view / the future reſutrection is 
preſont. St. Paul ſays much the ſame on 
a like occaſion. Abrabum it the © father 
— all; 1 it it vritten, 1 HAVE 
NM ADR THERB A FATHER OT MANY 
- NA T108Ns;” not that he was at that very time, 
in act, ' father of many nations, for then he 
had n chiid; baut only] before him wbem be 
believed, eue God, the covenanter, who grveth 
life to the dead, and calleth thoſe things which 
be not, as though they avere. —_ iv. 16, 17. 

- Will che Dean here ſay to the apofile, Can 
my thing be more irrational and abſurd? 

— Abraham, 
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as though they were. 


| ment. There was nothing ſo ſublime or deep 
-in the 


-VIOUS 


here, by the way, we have nothing 


78 5 
Abraham, at the time you ſpeak of, had ng 
child. With what propriety then will you 
ſtyle him a father? And, to heighten the 
abſurdity ! of many nations too? Whatever 
was to be his future condition, that could not 
influence the preſent appellatian of father.” 
It is true, replies the apoſtle; in reſpect of 
ſuch a ſighted creature; as thou art, 
future relations cannot influence preſent 
names. But God ſeeth not as man ſeeth. 
With reſpect to bim, whatever ſball be, is. 
It is his peculiar prerogative to give life to the 
thoſe W anoi06, 


dead, and to c 


Thus it appears, erb 
rity, that even Moſes taught the doctrine of a 
reſurrection, when he called the Lord the 
God of, or — — Abraham, 
Iſaac, and Jacob. The argument is 

obvious and demonſtrative. And e Tuns 
to be the true ground of the people's afton:/h- 


ntation, as to affect them in 
that manner; for no reaſoning could be more 
plain and ſimple. But it was juſt matter of 
ſurprize and aſtoniſhment, that ſuch an ob- 
had never been ſtumbled upon 
either by themſelves, or by the Phariſees. And 
to do with 
any qpinion of the Jes, early or late, Phari- 
ſees or Sadducees; the ſingle point in queſtion 


being, not what the _ beheved, but 


what Moſes taught. m 
Here 


. 79 
ere the Examiner makes his appearance; 


e Biſhop's interpretation of the paſſage will 
oblige him to identify the two covenants, 


f 
55 


SEE 
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the very ſame ſenſe, as he was the God of, or 
covenanter with, Abraham, &c. by virtue of 
the Abrahamic covenant; for that included 
a ſpiritual promiſe likewiſe, To argue, as the 
Examiner does, from the mere phraſe, with- 


out conſidering the nature of the covenants to 
which it relates, is neither confiſtent with 


ſound logic, nor fair criticiſm. And hence 
appears the impertinence of the concluſion 
drawn by this ſhallow reaſoner. Now if this 
promiſe made the Abrabamic a SPIRITUAL 
covenant, it muſt have made the lau a sP1R1- 
TUAL covenant alſo, ſince it was as expreſsly 
contained in the one, as in the other, 297. 

His lordſhip had plainly pointed out the 
diſtinction. The promiſe to Abrabam con- 
ſiſting of two diſtinct parts, or including two 
diſtinct covenants; the one, relating to the 
temporal ſtate and proſperity of his ſeed in 
the land of Canaan; the other, to the bleſ- 
fing, which, through him and his ſeed, was 
to be conveyed to al! nations of the earth; 
the queſtion is, to which of theſe two cove- 
nants the law of Moſes is annexed, If the 
law was given in execution of the promi ſe made 
to all nations, then have the nations 
farther to God has fulfilled his word: 
The Jeus are right in adhering to their law; 
and we in the wrong in tejecting it. But if 
the law of Moſes is built on the temporal co- 
venant only, and given properly to the Jews 
only; then both Jews and Gentiles have 
farther hopes, and a juſt expectation remaining, 
14 | to 


2 1 
to ſee God's promiſe to all nations accom 


pliſhed, which was not accompliſhed by the 


giving of the law. Uſe, &c, 140, 1. 

And yet that wretched” ſophiſt thus goes 
on, confounding the two covenants, and in- 
ſulting the great prelate in his own language. 


His lordſhip will own that the prumiſe, made 


to all nations, was included in the declaration 
that God would be the God of Srabam, Iſaac, 


and Jacob, which is ſuppoſed to be the nohole 


ſubſtance and epitome of the Abrabamrc or 
Chriftian covenant. © The Jaw” THEREFORE 
being given in execution of tbzs promiſe, or to 
make good this declaration, remains 
nothing farther to ; God has fulfilled | 
his word: The Fews are im adbering to | 
the law, and we in the _ Jr” 2825 ir. | 
04. ; | 
Here muſt "of ſomething writ __ 
whete; but whether it be in the head of the 
Examiner, or in his heart, let the reader de- 


termine. It is allowed, that the promiſe, 


made to a nationt, was included in the de- 
claration that God would be the G04 of, or 

the covenanter witb, Abrabam, &c. But what © 
is immediately fubjomed by way of inference, 
The lawethergfore being given in execution of 


this promiſe,” or to make good this declaration, = 
&c. is ah empty fallacy.” God's declaration 'n 


to Abraham contained two diſtinct parts; a 


promiſe to alf nations, and a promiſe to tbe 
Jeus only.” If the law therefore was built 


upon the latter promiſe only, * it could 3 
F 
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be given in execution of the former, nor to 
make good that declaration, the whole of that 
declaration, in which the other promiſe was 
alſo included. And conſequently both Fews 
and Gentiles have farther hopes, and a juſt 
| ation remaining, to ſee God's promiſe 
to all om ary roger which was not 
accompl y the giving of the law, 
Once more, and —_—__ with this paſ- 
According to the Biſhop's expoſition, | 
Biete told the _— GAP Ifaac, 
and Jacob, notwithſkanding the diſſolution of 
their bodies, were then enjoying the reward of 
their labors, or the future happineſs which 
God promiſed when he engaged to be their 
God, So that good men were taught to ex- 
that the reward of their labors, or the 
happineſs appointed for them, was to 
be enjoyed in a ſtate of ſeparate exiſtence. 


306, 7. 
the fraud, the nonſenſe of 


The inſolence, 
this paſſage, (as the Dean ſome where ſpeaks) 
is as much without example, as it was without 
provocation. The reward, or the happineſs 
of thoſe good men, which God promiſed 
when he engaged to be their God, was to be 
enjoyed in the reſurrection. And to prove this, 
was. our faviour's purpoſe, and the Biſhop's 
purpoſe, in producing the text. The ſeu is 
not mentioned by either of them. But, by 
the help of the Examiner's expoſition, Moſes 
is made to tell the Jews, that the patriarchs, 

notwithſtanding the diſſolution of their bodies, 


Were 


* 


63 


were THEN enjoying, in their bodies, in a 
fate of the ſoul's ſeparate exiſtence, the 
FUTURE reward of their labors. 
The reader is now to decide, whether the 
doctrine of a future ſtate ig, or is not, to be 


found in the law of Moſes. 


But if the doctrine of the reſurrection and 
a future ſtate was indeed revealed under the 
law, what occaſion was there for an extraor- 
dinary providence, adminiſtering temporal re- 
wards and puniſhments ?* 316---360. As this 
is made a queſtion of great moment 'in the 
controverſy, I will endeavour to give a full 
and ſatisfactory anſwer to it. | 
| We are to remember then, that 
with the promiſe to Abraham, In * 


et 
feed 


ſhall all the nations of the earth be bleſſed, 


which the Dean allows to be the myſtic pro- 
miſe of redemption, God likewiſe eue to 
convey to his poſterity, in due time, the land 
of Canaan for an everlaſting inheritance. 
When they were to be put in poſſeſſion of 
this promiſed land, a government, in ſome 
form or other, muſt neceſſarily be eſtabliſhed. 
In the peculiar circumſtances of the Iſraelites, 
the Theocratic was requiſite, For as they 
were to be ſeparated from the reſt of the na- 
tions, in order to revive and to preſerve the 
knowledge of the true God amidſt an 1dola- 
trous world, this ſeparation could not other- 
wiſe be made than by bringing them under 
God's immediate protection. A Theoctacy 
was therefore eſtabliſhed ; and Jehovah him- 
ö | F'3 | ſelf 
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ſelf became from this time the King as well 
as the God of Iſrael. Hence flowed both the 
temporal rewards and puniſhments, as ſanctions 


of the jewiſh law, and the extraordinary 
providence to diſpenſe them. For as temporal 
rewards and puniſhments are common to every 
mode of government, ſo the extraordinary 
providence was peculiar to the Theocratic. 

And hence it a 


| d he ppears, that as future re- 
wards and puniſhments were not, ſo indeed 
they could not be, any conſtituent part of the 
Moſaic economy. For a future ſtate having 
no manner of connection with God's political 
government of a particular people, but being 
bly -annexed . to his moral government 
of the univerſe; the Jew, it is plain, could 
have no more intereſt in it, in conſequence of 
his national connections, than a Turk or a 
Dutch-man can have by virtue of the laws of 
their reſpective communities. And if the 
deiſt was to view the omiſſion in this light, 
would he impartially conſider the temporal 
ſanctions of the law as part of an inſtitute 
given by God to one people only, in quality 
of their local Deity and political governor; 
and that a future ſtate has no dependence on 
ſuch a E ſcheme of government; I pre- 
ſume, he would not only withdraw his com- 

plaint, but would alſo acknowledge the ho- 
neſty of the legiſlator, in not attaching to his 
inſtitution what, he knew, could not poſſibly 
belong to it, | 


But 


95 
But though the doctrine of rewards and 
niſhments in another life was not of the 
conſtitution of the law, yet it ſubſiſted with 
it. Though Moſes did not interweave it in 
the frame and texture of the new religion, yet 
neither did he take it from the old ; but left it 
to reſt, as he found it, on its antient footing, 
faith in the promiſe ot God to the fathers. 
So juſt is the Biſhop's obſervation, that the 
true religion inſtituted by God has been one 
and the ſame from the fall of Adam, ſub | 
A n the ſame principles of faith. 72 
here let me remark, by the way, "i 
8 reaſon, why future rewards and puniſh- 
ments, and not reſent, are the ſanctions of 
the golpel. The Jewiſh Theocracy was a 
kingdom of this world; its ſanctions therefore 
were of the ſame temporal nature. My king- 
dom, ſays the blefſed Jeſus, is not of this 
world ; its ſanctions therefore are fetched from 
the other, and are, like that, eternal. When 
the kingdom of God is within' us, the laws 
and the ſanctions muſt reach there too. $4 
But whether the antient Jews knew any 
thing of future rewards and puniſhments, or 
not, their religion could not poſſibly ſubſiſt 
without temporal. The author of the D. L. 
and the Examiner are of opinion, that if it 
ſtood in need. of ſuch external helps, it muſt 
have labored under ſome internal weakneſs. 
319. This weakneſs, on their ſcheme, was 
the want of a future ſtate, 2 ſupply which 
was the liar purpoſe of extraordinary 
6 
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providence, I cannot help thinking, on the 
contrary, that the weakneſs was. in the men, 
and that the extraordinary providence was an 
additional ſupport; as indeed Moſes had need 
of every ſupport, that either his knowledge, 
or his imagination, could ſuggeſt, to govern 
ſach an unruly people. 510 
Hold, fays the Examiner. The law 
would have oo in no more need of miracles 
ſupernatural interpoſitions, or any foreign, 
— = wy and A tons helps, 1 the 
goſpel, if the Jewiſh religion had been eſta- 
bliſhed on the ſame doctrine of a future ſtate. 
For tbis principle muſt have given the very 
fame force and efficacy to each ſyſtem, if it 
had belonged to them in common, 323. 
Here now is penetration. The Jewiſh re- 
ligion conſiſted in the worſhip of One God, 
excluſively of all others. But, in the days of 


Moſes, the people were almoſt wholly given to 


idolatry, under every form and faſhion of it. 
Their bias to the idolatries of Egypt [from 
whence they came] was inveterate cuſtom ; 
their - inclination. for the idolatries of Canaan 
whither they were going] was a prevailing 
— that the Famed od of the ice 
ſhould be worſhipped by its inhabitants ; and 
their motive for all other idolatries was a vain 
. expeRation of good from the guardian- gods 


of famous and happy nations, D. L. 44. In 


ſhort, the Iſraelites, in their houſe of bon- 
dage, had been brought up in the principles 
ot local and tutelar deities, and . 


/ 
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nary providence, to vindicate the ſu 


Was Elijah to turn the 
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of worſbip; in which ineptes they aw the 


whole race of mankind agree. 62. Of what 


uſe then would it have been barely to have 
told ſuch a beſotted people, that idolaters 


would be puniſhed in ansther life? This was 
true; and yet, in the mean time, they would 
Ff! in all manner of idolatrous ſuperſtitions, 


to the intire ruin of their religion, which, as 

we have ſaid, was to be appropriated to the 
One God. A religion therefore ſo circum- 
ſtanced could not poſſibly be ſupported by the 
diſtant ſanctions of a future ſtate. And con- 
ſequently there was the greateſt neceſſity for 
the immediate interpoſitions of an extraordi- 
of the God of 1ſrael, and 0 hitng: — 
in a ſteady adherence to him, Theſe mi- 
racles were acts of government, and were the 
neceſſary conſequence of the Theocracy. For, 
as the learned prelate juſtly obſerves, where 
the government itſelf was divine, the mea- 
ſures of the government muſt be of the ſame 
kind. 

And it is no leſs evident, that thick min 
culous exertions of providence muſt be con- 
tinued, as long as the occafions of them did. 
In the conteſt between Elijah and the wor- 
ſhippers of Baal, he laid before them this 
choice; 17 Jebouab be God, follow him ; 
but if Baal, then follow him. 1 Kings.” xvili. 
Ft. But how was the diſpute to be ſettled ? 
| over to a future 
Nate, and tell them ey would be all _— 
pil 4 * | 
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if they did not forſake Baal, and cleave to 
Jebovab only? Alas! the prophets of Baal 
were ſo numerous, and had ſo much intereft 


with the people, that if our fingle a 
had attem to oppoſe them with ſuch a 
feeble argument, he would certainly have 
fallen a facrifice to their reſentment ; and the 
deſtruction of Elijah would have been the 
[eſtabliſhment of idolatry. He therefore put 
the iflye on this foot: The God that anfwer- 
erb iy fire, let bim be God. You know the 
event. The people declared for the Lord, 
and put all the prophets of Baal to the ſword. 
Hence we learn the true reaſon, why God 
was pleaſed to keep up a regular ſucceſſion of 
inſpired perſons, to whom the Jews might 
addreſs themſelves; on all occaſions, for in- 
ſtruction in their temporal concerns. The 
Pagan nations had their gods, their oracles, 
their ſoothſayers and magicians, and there was 
great danger leſt the people of Iſrael ſhould 
go and conſult them, and ſo fall into idolatry ; 
and, in fact, all theſe iniquities enſued in fol- 
lowing times. That nothing might be want- 
ing to guard againſt this corruption, that 
the tranſgrefſors might be inexcuſeable, [and 
that the ſupremacy of the God of - Iſrael 
might be maintained} God poſitively forbad 
them to go after the gods, the prieſts, and 
the prophets of other nations, and [promiſed 
them that they ſhould never want a prophet 
of their own. Remarks on Eccleſ.” Hiſt, 199. 


This 
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This account is nb a1 by the famous 

paſſage in Deuteronomy, where the divine law- 
giver in the ſame breath is forbiding the one, 
and promiſing the other. And indeed, with- 
out the promiſe, the prohibition would have 
been ineffectual. If Moſes had not made a 
ſuitable provifion for this kind of intelligence 
by the law, the people wou Id have ſou he for 
it elſewhere.) // 
Me may learn this too from the reproof 
given to the meſſengers of Abazzah, who 
had (ent to inquire of Baalzebub the god of 
Ekron, whether he ſhould recover of his 
diſeaſe. G0, ſays the angel of the Lord to 
Elijah, meet the meſſengers of the king of Sa- 
maria, and ſay unto them; Is it not becauſe 
there is not a God in Iſrael, that ye go to 
inquire of Baalzebub the god ot Ekron ? 
Now therefore thus faith the Lord, Thou 
ſhalt not come down from that bed on which 
thou art gone up, e 2 
Kings." i. 3, 4. 

It ſufficiently appears from theſe obſerva- 
tions, that the ſupernatural a&ts of. providence 
under the law were directed againſt idolatry. 
If God, ſays the author of the D. L. oftener 
acted. — in the kingdom of Iſrael 
{than in that of Judah] there was à plain 
reaſon for it. Its inhabitants were more given 
to idolatrous worſhip, and needed more the 
frequency of an extraordinary reſtraint, 82, 
And accordingly we find in fact, that when 


Nala ceaſed among the Jews, (as it ceaſed 
after 
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after the Babyloniſh captivity) the extraordi- 
nary providence ceaſed too. 

What is now become of the objection? 
Both the law and the people were ſo circum- 
ſtanced, that the one could not be ſupported, 
nor the other kept free from idolatry, without 
miracles. Miracles therefore were neceſſary. 
The truth is, the ſupremacy of the God of 
the Hebrews was the effential part of their 
religion. And conſequently, the ſupporting 
of that religion was ſupporting his own ſu- 
premacy. The Dean himſelf, ſpeaking of the 
admirable provifion made by the Jewiſh law 
for preventing idolatry, obſerves, that the 
immediate benefits which followed the punc- 
tual obſervance {and the immediate punith- 
ments following the violation] of the law, 
had a natural tendency to keep the people at- 
tached to it. 64, ; 

The doctrine of a future ſlate therefore, 
and the extraordinary providence, are per- 
fectly conſiſtent with each other. And though 
the author of the D. L. and his puffs may 
boaſt the impoſibility of defending revealed 
religion, on the ſuppoſition that the knowledge 
of à future ſtate was always neceſſary and 
eſſential to the ſupport of it; Exam. 3 55. 
yet they will never be able to ſhew the poſſi- 
bility of proving its divinity by an argument 
drawn from the want of that knowledge. 
The equal providence, as it is ſometimes called, 
leaves both them and their demonſtration in 
the lurch. For this providence, confeſſedly, 
| | did 
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did not deſcend ſo far as to puniſh and reward 
every obſerver and tranſgreſſor of the law z 
Exam, 3 54. and the extraordinary providence 
to the ſtate might ſometimes claſh awith that to 
particulars. D. L. 446. ad ed. What ſap» 
ply then had theſe particulars for the want 
of the doctrine of a future ſtate? Every 
good man under the law, by the expreſs 
conditions of it, had a claim to a reward 
in this life. But every good man did not find 
ſuch a reward. Where then, may we aſk, 
were theſe good men to ſeek it? The ortho- 
dox advocate for the law replies, In the next 
life. No, Great defender of the faith. -of the 
antient Jewiſh church ! D. L. 421. they had ns 
idea of ſuch a life, 174. Moſes * them 
to the literal ſenſe of their temporal ſanctions, 
and ſtopped them from looking any farther. 318. 
We thank you, good Mr. Dean, ſay the fol- 
lowers of the firſt philoſophy. Vou have ef- 
fectually done that for us, which we have 
never been able to do for ourſelves, By this 
ingenious medium of youts, the want of a 
future ſtate in the Jewiſh religion, you have 
very obligingly demonſtrated the want. of its 
divinity.----And will you, can you, forgive 
him this wrong, my reverend brethren 7 
This medium is fa far from being calculated 
to bring the deiſt over to revelation, that it 
revolts him at his very firſt ſetting out. Allow 
him this one principle, and be will procecd no 
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farther. It is a demonſtrative, internal 
proof to him, that the Jewiſh religion could 
not come from God, And can you think he 
will give himſelf the trouble to read fix bulky 
volumes, which pretend to prove it did come 
from hin? 
© The only ſaſe and rational method then of 
the law againſt the attacks of unbe- 
lievers, is to proceed on theſe plain principles, 
drawn from the law itſelf. 
1. That the antient Jews were in poſſeſſion 
of a religion, the ſanctions of which were 
Future rewards and puniſhments, 
2. That theſe ſanctions being inſufficient to 
preſerve a people, who had long dwelt, and 
who were going to dwell again, among ido- 
laters, free from the contagion of ſuch a ge- 
neral vice, God was obliged, as the moſt 
proper expedient, to keep them ſeparate under 
his own immediate government, and to eſta- 
bliſh a Theocracy with temporal rewards and 
puniſhments. 
3. That, in conſequence of this mode of 
ment, he was likewiſe obliged, in order 
to attach the people to the law, and to main- 
tain his ſupremacy, to exert his almighty 
power in the various acts of an extraordinary 
providence, 
+ There is a paſſage in the epiſtle to the Ga- 
latians much to our preſent purpoſe, which I 
will prodyce and explain. 
No Abraham and bis Seed were the promiſes 
made. He ſaith not, And 12 as of many ; 
but 


I 
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but as of one, And to thy Seed, which is Chriſt, 
And this T ſay, that the covenant that was con- 


firmed before of God in Chrifl, the law which 


was four hundred and thirty years after cannot 
diſannul, that it ſhould make the promiſe of none 
effect. For iF the inheritance be of the law, 
2t is no more of promiſe : but God gave it to 
Abraham by promiſe. Wherefore then ſerveth 
the law? It was added becauſe of tranſgreſi- 
ons," till the Seed ſhould come, to whom the 
promiſe was made; and it was ordained by an- 
gels in the hand of a mediator, Nom a me- 
diator is not a mediater of one, but God is one. 
Is the law then againſt: the promiſes of God? 
God forbid ! for if. there. had been à law given 
which could have given life, verily righteouſneſs 


ſhould have been by the law. But ibe ſcripture 


hath concluded all under fin, that the promiſe by 


faith of Feſus Chriſt might be given to them 


that believe. ili. 16— 2242. - 
The meaning of this paſſage is miſerably 
obſcured by the tranſlation. « St. Paul is proving 
againſt ſome Jewdaizers, that faith' is the true 
ground of juſtification, and that the Gentiles 
are equally intitled with the Jews to the bene- 
fits of it. This he reaſons with them on the 
authority of their own ſcriptures. Aralum 
believed God, and it was accounted to bim for 
juſtification ; and, In thee ſhell all nations be. 
bleſſed. Well then, - they 10bo. are of faith are 
bleſſed with faithful Abraham. | But at many: 
as are of the works of the law are under the: 
curſe, Here again he produces ſcriptures: 


evidence, 
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evidence, hr it is dritten, Curſed is rvery one 
who continueth not in all things that are writ- 
ten in the book of the law to do them, No 
man therefore is juſtified by the law, And 
this, he ſays, is evident, for, according to the 


prophet Habbakuk, The Juſt ſhall live by 
faith. But the law 1s not of faith, but of 
works, for, The man that doeth them ſhall live 
by them. He therefore that doeth them not is 
under the curſe of the law, But the M 

bath redeemed us from that curſe, m_ 


made a curſe for us; (for curſed 1s 
that hangeth on a tree) that 7 being of of 
Abraham, the benefit of being oſtifed b 
faith, might come on the Gentiles, —.— as 4 
the Jews, through Feſus the Me ab. | 
The apoſtle now goes on to prove, more 
particularly, from the Abrahamic covenant, 
that the faith, which juſtives, is faith in Jeſus. 
Brethren, I ſpeak after the manner of men; 
though it be but a man's covenant, yet if it 
be confirmed, no man diſannulleth or addeth 
thereto, If a covenant between one man and 
another be unalterable, much more muſt a 
covenant be ſo between God and man. 
No to Abraham and to his 8EED were the 
promiſes made, It (the ſcripture V. 8.) — 
not, 3 as of many; but as of one 
and to thy 8EED, who, according to your own 
confeſſion, 7s the Mass An. St. Paul can- 
not mean, as the tranſlators ſuppoſed him to 
mean, our bleſſed faviour, for that would 
have been * the queſtion and coming 


10 
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to a concluſion before he had eſtabliſhed his 
ptemiſſes. He is arguing with his adverſaries 
on their own principles. Whatever the 
modern Jews may pretend, their fathers 
always allowed, that the term, ſeed denoted in 
this place, as well as in Geneſis iii. 1 5. the 
Meſtiab. This is aſſerted by St. Paul as a 
common principle agreed upon between them, 
that to Abraham's Seed, * who is confeſſedly 
the Mefſiab, were the promiſes made. He then 


proceeds, And this 1 jay, that the covenant 


which was before confirmed with or concerning 
the Meſſiah, the law which was four hundred 
and thirty years after cannot diſannul, that it 
ſhould make the promiſe of none effett, This is a 
demonſtrative proof, that the Abrabamic cove- 
nant muſt be ſtill in force; it being impoſ- 
ſible that the law could ſet aſide an act whi 
was eſtabliſhed four hundred and thirty years 
before it. For, as the apoſtle goes on, F the 
inberitance [ot the bleſſing of Abraham V.14] 
be of the law, it is no more of promiſe ; but 
God freely gave it to Abraham by 17 
Wherefore then ſerveth the law? may an 
objector ſay, If the law contributes nothing 
towards conveying the promiſed bleſſing, what 


was 


8 1 — 8 as 4 Fd” WY * ia. — 


— — — — ” — 


The ſyntax is remarkable. To SMERMATI os, OS 
#54 Xerooc, And it is no lefs remarkable, that the Sewery 
have tranſlated the firſt promiſe of redemption: in the ſame 
manner. I will put enmity between thy ſeed and her $E8D, Tu 
ENERMATOS rs. ATTOS,&c. HE fball bruiſe thy head. 
Did not theſe Jews anderſtand the paſſage of a /izgle perſon ? 
And who could he be but the Mefrab ? 
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was its uſe? The le replies, E was 


ADDED becauſe of [idolatrous] tranſgreſſions till 


THE SEED ſhould come, to whom | the promiſe 
was made; and it was ordained by angels in the 
hand of a "mediator, © To what was it added ? 
To the covenant or promiſe mentioned before. 

Surely, ſays the Dean, to the religion of the 
patriarchs.” Be it ſo; the religion of the 
patriarchs therefore muſt ſurely be different 
ſrom that of the law ; unleſs this great rea- 
ſoner will take upon him to prove, that-the 
ſame thing can be added to itſelf. Well then, 
for once the Dean agrees with the apoſtle, 

and allows that the religion of the law 


was added to that of the patriarchs; that 


is, the religion of works to the religion of 


faith in a promiſed Seed. And, in con- 


gence of this conceſſion, he dit alſo 


allow farther, that this religion of + faith 
ſubfiſted under the Moſaic diſpenſation ; the 
law, as St. Paul contends, and as the Dean 


confeſſes, being added to it. He will there- 
fore be obliged to adopt the Biſhop's prin- 


ciples; unleſs, for the fake of oppoſing his 


* lordſhip, he will be hardy enough e 
the apoſtle. 

That the Moſaic religion was not the a= 
with, but an addition to, the patriarchal, ap- 
r farther from what follows. For hay- 

ing faid, that the law was ordained in the 


hand of a mediator, Herms, the apoſile im- 


mediately ſubjoins 02 lierirns tres u eg, Now 


THE medrator (Moſes) is not a mediator of 
| one 


| RA ag 


one (and the ſame thing or covenant) but Cal, 
the covenanter, is one and the fame, St, Paul 
always conſiders the promiſe to Abraham as 
conſiſting of wo ner parts or as including 
t Gti 4 „ (fo he expreſzly calle 
them, Gal, iv. Kl one, relating to the 
temporal ſlate” of N in the land of 
be cnet, ee 
to be con an 
(the Mah) to all Mes of the wo 
Now if the law was built upon one part. (the 
temporal part) only, Moſes, it is plain, could- 
not be the mediator of one "and the ſame cove- 
nant made with Abraham, which included the 
iritual. blefling of all men. The promile 
therefore of this bleffing, and conſequently 
OTE it, fabſiſted in its full force and. vi- 
Ker ring the continuance of the e of 
by the 8 955 for as that promiſe was not complea 
TEE the law, it 
of the promiſed = 
even Jefus the Meſſi „the mediator of the 
better covenant eſtabliſhed on better bromine, 

We learn from this paſſage, 

1. That the religion of the triacchs was 
founded on faith in a promiſed Seed, whom 
the Jews acknowledged to be the MH. 

2, That this faith, though no conſtituent 
part of — law of Moſes, ſubfiſted with it. 

3. That the law was added to this religion 
of faith becauſe frm tranſgreſſions, the 7dola- 
ron deviations m oo religion , into which 


idolatry 


reſt were alread and the 
and tm which 


K* D. L. 367. 2 
The author of the D. L. * that 
Abraham and his family were with 
the doctrines of redemption and à future ſtate. 
n. It ſhould then, that the If- 
in the days of Moſes, could not be quite 
ſo ignorant of this laſt doctrine, as the Dean, 
to ſerve his own purpoſes, has been-pleaſed to 
repreſent them. A doctrine l which, he ſays, 
and he ſays truly, is moſt pleaſing to the mind, 
the quickeſt poſſeſſion of it, and moſt 
Kcal gy} mary Alliance 170. Nor 
can it ben an l though 
has been confidently aſſerted, that,  becaute 


437- 


of the law, the Jewiſh people, from 
the time of Moſes to the captivi „ had not 
the doctrine. D. L. 4 eee 's __ 
ed, they had a prepoſſe im favor ot it. 
All. 171. And would not that prepoſſeſſion, 
added to their natural hopes of immortality, 
ſpur them on to ſearch their ſcriptures, if 
perhaps they might find the life they wanted? 
And ſurely if they did but ſeek, they could 
not fail of finding. The book of Was 


not written for nothing. Read the hiſtory of the 
fall, and you will ſee the Seed of the, woman 
triumphing, in his turn, over the ſerpent, He 
Ju * thee in the ux AD, for thou will 
bruiſe 


Future rewards and puniſhments, were not the 


4 


diſcover the divinity of the prediction. Some 


bruiſe bim in the WEEL, | Takei Wen 
literally, (and the Jews muſt have had the 
credulity of infidels to underſtand them lite. 
rally) the prophecy is ſoundly ridiculous; 
Strip off the figure, and you immediately 


evil had mr pe mn 
What was the Seed of the woman to do, but 
to reſtore kife and immortality ? The fall of 
our firſt parents was the victory of the evil 
one. In what then could their victory confiſt; 
but in ring again? Who the evil being 
Was, — the Seed of the woman, are 
ts do not enter into the 
lin, But the x be —— 
— — — 


that the promiſe, in the proper ſenſe» of the 
words, contained a ſtrong affurance- of a re- 


ſurreftion,> and, as the Biſhop — — it 


was the grand charter of God's mercy 


the fall. Ve, cc. 72. Je 17 1 
In what ſenſe the Dean may chuſe to un- 
Aetſtaie che i Teil not preſume to 


There are but two ways, in 
which he can poſſibly underſtand it; either in 
the ſenſe ef believets, or in the ud - ſenſe 
of unbelievers. Let him take his choier. 
But, 1 hope, he will not reply on this occa- 
flon” as he did on another---[f this be my 
alternative, Sit anima mea cum philojophis! 
they 5 NN r Keeneln 


Va 4 the \\ (A N 1 * n 


vat G2 If 
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our work and toil of our hands, becauſe of the 
ground awhich the Lord bath curſed. Gen. v. 
29. Now, whatever views the patriarch 
may be ſuppoſed to have had towards any 
temporal bleſſings, ſome ſpiritual bleſſing muſt 
ney 6 ou the grand pſt of 2s 
th ts, and of his prophecy, In t ys 
of Noab the wickedneſs of man was ſo great, 
that God once ſaid, I will deſtroy. man whom 
T b@ve created, for it repenteth me that I have 
made him. If this had been indeed the caſc, 
if the fatal ſentence had heen executed, what 
would haye become of the covenant of re- 
demption, the charter of God's mercy ! What 
comfort could the few, faithful have had in all 
their work and toil of their band. But 
Neah found grace in the eyes of tbe Lard. 
With thee, ſays God, will I efabli/o, my cove- 
nam. vi. 18. Accordingly he was wonder- 
fully preſerved to continue the Seed, and to 
convey down this common bleſſing of all 
men. And Lamech, foreſec ing this, declared, 
by the ſpirit of. prophecy, . This ſame ſhall 
comfort US---1peaking to ſuch of his cotem- 
poraries, as had the ſame common hope with 
himſelf of a deliverance from the bondage 
of corruption, The expreſs words of the 


| _ prophecy 


If we would know the ſenſe of the faithful 


would have been Ktroyed by the opening c 
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demand this ſenſe of it, Lamech 

before the flood. And therefore he could 
not poſſibly receive comfort or conſolation 
from any goed Lag, oh, en 


LA Fot, 0304 vs 


This, 1 ame. opel to W „88 
faction of 1er capable and candid reader, 
that, though future rewards and puniſhments 
were no conſtituent part of the law of Moſes, 
the great legiſlator did not leave his people, as 
unbelievers, and ſome believers . too, ha 
been pleaſed to hold them forth, deſtitute 
the knowledge of eternal life. What good 
end it can anſwer, to confirm the infidel in a 
waſion ſo injurious to the honor of 
ity, (for what can be more injurious to his 
honor, than to repreſent him as confining his 
liar people to * fiteral ſenſe of 5 tem- 


poral ſanctions of their law, and Popping them 


from looking any farther?) let every impartial 
inquirer judge. It is e very oe for a 
fanciful writer to we of a Ann h AT EIN 

ſpiring each and reigning through the 
hb of Cab grand ee 


a future ſtate in the patriarchal and le 
cconomies. And it Is as 1009 for a confident 


writer'to ſay, that the amiffion is one of the 


moſt momentous truths that revelation has to 
boaſt of. But wiſe and modeſt men will be 
rather «wo to think, that it was more agree- 


able 
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able. with the goodoes 4 God to 8 to 
' the firſt man the exiſtence of that future 


ad eternal ſtate, which. 18 6 at the N im- 
E to eve! ms bs to in- 
e mY to ſhew 


3 Ee, Way 5 ADs, If ,we would 
the Examiner, w hat was fit to be 


done at time, our only ar, ts to fit down, 
and inquire what he actually did do. 90. 
And whoever will ſearch the "holy ſcriptures 
with freedom and impartiality, unbiaſſed by 
Legation- principles, and not corrupted by the 
unclean ſpirit of refinement, will ſee and 
confeſs," that unto Adam was the goſpel 
preached as well as unto us---ot ſo clearly, 
openly, and explicitly, in all its ſeveral parts, 
as it is wy revealed ; but with a te i he 
degree of light and eyidence to make it the 
round of hs, * ſervice, and to con- 
his natural h Ll immortality.” And 
he will alſo find, ſame covenant of 
redemption was Wache occafOnall 8 Fr 
newed with Noah, Abraham, Tſaac, 

cob. On this covenant. the hopes of the th. 
ful, were founded in all ages. On this Cove- 
nant of everlaſting Ii we 288 e ground- 
ed the faith and hope 

hiſtory of the e 4 5 — 0 not ac- 
cept eliverance that they mi rg ht 7 a bitter 


Fee 2 * 1 36. Hab. 
ri. 35. a4» * 4 KY 
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And 
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And I cannot ralf thinking, that the deiſt 
would give the goſpel a fairer and more attent- 
ive hearing, if 155 advocates would uniformly 
join in recomme . it as an univerſal 
reaching through extending to a 
nations, and ecacioully def deſigners, to bring Al 
the ſons of God unto glory; and in ſhe 
that the dete author "and finiſher of 
FAITE, Ixsus THE MESSIAH, is, in bis 
MEDIATORIAL capacity, TA SAME 70 
TERDAY, . TO-DAY, AND. FOR-EVER, , | 


— — n——— — . — 
ADDITION S.. 
Pa » line 25. And with this a 
St. eee elſewhere ;--ſaying goa 
other things than thoſe, which the prophets 
and Moſes did fa ſhould come; That the 
NF STAIHH ſhould SUFFER, d that be eu 
be the FIRST 25 * ould RISE FROM ** 
DEAN, « gud ſhew Lion ant J # 
Iſrael) an ee Ke Fats xxyi. 22 Hy, 
u 40.4 
Page lie g "If we wanted any au- 
thocity Jag ſtif is LS 
we might peel to NE of the Dian bimfeſf, 


who aſſures us, in his Sermons, that The {aw 


was delivered under a carnal CovER, WHICH, 
for the fake of what was to come.” he 
rRopHETS, from time to time, were Kok 
LIFTING wp, and pointing to the $PIR1TUAL 


Subſtance beneath, Vol. 1. 317. 


Page 
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why not alſo N 

8 What reaſon! can theſe writers 
the Jews ſhould adhere fo dl 

economy in any particular 

of it, notwithſtandin L © 

. the 4 Tate, which Will 
equally prove, would have 
> > $0 doe daret . 
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